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LONDON, APRIL 1, 1876. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Wiit1am Henry Hopcson has been appointed 
tant Solicitor to the Treasury in succession to Mr. 
istus Keppel Stephenson, who was appointed Solici- 
the Treasury in February, 1875, in succession to 
fe Mr. Gray. Mr. Hodgson was called to the bar 
8, and has been engaged i in the Solicitors’ Depart- 
bof the Treasury since 1856. Mr. Marmaduke John 
dale, Solicitor (of the firm of Maples, Teesdale & Co.), 
been appointed an additional Assistant Solicitor to 
preasury. 





j Ixp1a to have a Great Seal of her own, as Ireland 
mnder section 3 of the Act of Union? If not, since 
tents to the offices of Chief Justice and Puisne 
p in India pass under the great seal, it would 
that when the royal style is altered the 
ft seal will have to be renewed. Four certuries 
‘a half ago this was done, and the reason alleged 
e change was somewhat similar ‘to that put for- 
i by Mr. Disraeli on the third reading of the Royal 
is Bill. In 1422 it was enacted that, “ forasmuch as 
Inheritance of the kingdoms and Crown of France, 
land, and Ireland are now lawfully descended to the 
which title is not expressed in the King’s seals, 
by great peril might accrue to the King, . . . 
fore in all the King’ 8 seals this new style 
il be engraved, ‘Henricus, Dei gratia Rex Francie 
iglie, et Dominus Hibernia’ ” (Prynne, Opening of 
it Seal, p. 19). The occasions, other than the acces- 
f a sovereign, on which the great seal has been 
ved are rare. We need hardly remind our readers 
in 1646 a new great seal was substituted for the great 
Charles I., which was broken and defaced ; that in 
) the new seal of the Commonwealth was itself 
mnly broken and defaced, and that in 1688 James 
‘threw the great seal into the Thames. By the Act 
Union with Scotland (5 Anne, c. 8), it was enacted 
| after the union there should be one great seal for 
‘Kingdom of Great Britain, which should be different 
m the great seals then used in either kingdom. In 
4 the great seal was stolen, and a new one was made 
mils place. Of course the seal is renewed on 
accession of a new Sovereign, and the proceeding 
adopted is to issue an Order in Council, authorizing 
preparation of a new great seal, and when the 
“is completed another order is made for using 
The old great seal is then “damasked” by 
ereign giving it o gentle biow with a hammer, 
supon it becomes the perquisite of the Lord Chan- 
for the time being. Ona recent occasion when the 
‘seal was damasked a curious contest arose for its 
ion betwee,’ Lord Lyndhurst and Lord Brougham, 
d in Campbell’s “Lives of the Chancellors” 
p. 27). © first-named peer was Chancellor 
las ‘ovdex for a new great seal was made, the 
f when the order for using it was made, and each 





claimed the old seal. The King, on being appealed 
to, directed that each should have one of the two 
portions of which the seal consisted. If Lord Cairns 
should obtain the present great seal, he may probably 
be congratulated as being the person most substantially 
benefited by the change in the Royal style. 





THERE HAS BEEN & good deal of discussion in the pro- 
fession on the point which came before the Queen’s 
Bench Division on Monday last in Mercier v. Cotton. 
Ord. 31, r. 1, provides that the plaintiff may, at the 
time. of delivering his statement of claim, deliver inter- 
rogatories, The learned judges at the common law 
chambers have laid down the rule that in general 
the plaintiff ought to wait until the statement of de- 
fence has been delivered before delivering interrogatories. 
The Lord Chief Justice says this practice is directly 
opposed to that’ established by the Legislature, and 
upon this point we think there can be little dif- 
ference of opinion. We are unable to see that Mr. 
Justice Archibald’s defence of the practice, on the ground 
that the judges have power to strike out interrogatories 
‘on any ground,” is valid; the same reasoning would 
justify the judges in refusing to allow interrogatories to 
be put in any case. But upon the question whether it 
would be desirable to alter ord. 31, r. 1, so as to 
authorize the practice adopted by the judges in cham- 
bers, there is much diversity of opinion. Many prac- 
titioners complain that the rule of not allowing in- 
terrogatories until the statement of defence has 
been delivered hampers the plaintiff in the prepara- 
tion of his case; in many instances he cannot tell for 
some weeks after the statement of claim has been de- 
livered what witnesses he may require; his case, in fact, 
is strung up at a time when it is important t> him to 
make active preparation ; and he is again delayed, waiting 
for the answers to the interrogatories which he may find 
necessary after the defence has been delivered. On the 
other hand, it is clear that, in most cases, the plaintiff or 
his advisers know the nature of the defence which will set 
up ; and it is obvious that to allow interrogatories to be de- 
livered in all cases, without regard to what the nature of 
the defence may be, would re-introduce the expense of 
the old chancery practice. A plaintiff, suing a railway 
company for negligence, might interrogate about all the 
circumstances of the accident, when the company, all the 
time, intend to admit the negligence. In Strong v. Tap- 
pin (ante, p. 250), in which Mr. Justice Lindley laid down 
the rule in explicit terms, the counsel for the defence 
stated that the statement of defence, which was about to 
be delivered, began by admitting the plaintiff's case, so 
that the interrogatories, which were for the purpose of 
proving the plaintiff's case, were unnecessary. It is to 
be observed that neither in that case nor in any subse- 
quent reported decision at chambers has therule been 
laid down as an inflexible one, and, on the whole, we 
are inclined to think that the balance of advantage is 
in favour of the alteration of ord. 31, r. 1, soas to debar 
interrogatories before the delivery of the statement of 
defence, unless reasonable cause can be shown for re- 
quiring information at an earlier date. 





In rue cass or Reeves v. Cattell, reported in this week’s 
issue of the WeExty Reporter, a new point was raised 
with ‘reference to the effect of the ordinary covenant in 
leases of dwelling-houses to use the house as a private 
house only. An injunction was sought to restrain the 
tenant under a lease containing this covenant from hold- 
ing a sale by auction of his furniture. The ground on 
which the application seems mainly to have been based 
was that a private house and garden in which a sale by 
auctior is held is a “ place of public resort” within the 
Vagrant Act (5 Geo. 4, c. 83, 8. 4) : Sewell, Appellant, v. 
Taylor, Respondent (8 W. R. 26, 7 G. B. N. S. 160). 
But the question in that case was whether a “place of 


22 


Sa ee 





430 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








public resort ’’ meant a “‘ place of common resort,” and 
the court, being of opinion that the object of the Act 
was to protect large public assemblies, held that it was 
applicable, though the place where such an assembly was 
held was not permanently public. This has obviously 
little bearing on the question whether the use of a 
house for the purpose of selling the tenant’s goods is 
using it otherwise than as a private dwelling-house. It 
must be admitted that the house at the time of the 
sale would be a place of public resort; but is it incon- 
sistent with the use of a house as a private dwelling- 
house that the tenant should ask as many people as he 
likes to come there? And if he may invite each 
one separately why may he not ask the public 
generally by advertisement? The real distinction is 
not between private house and public place, but between 
private house and place of business, and the test whether 
the covenant to use as a private dwelling-house is broken 
is whether the tenant has altered the character of the 
premises by converting them, for the time being, into a 
place for carrying ona trade. Now, there is no trade 
which consists in a man’s selling his own domestic 
furniture, and the fact that the auctioneer plies his trade 
in the house for this purpose no more converts it into a 
place of business than the employment of the pastry- 
cook converts the house in which a wedding breakfast is 
held into a pastry-cook’s shop. The Master of the Rolls 
held that the proposed sale was no breach of the cove- 
nant, and refused the injunction. 





So FAR 48 WE kNow, the only use that has hitherto 
been made of the clause in the Judicature Act, 1873, 
authorizing the court to call in the aid of asses- 
sors especially qualified has been by the Court 
of Appeal in admiralty cases. The desire of the 
learned judges of that court to avail themselves of 
this power recently led to a rather curious discussion. 
The case of Patterson v. The Gas Liyht and Coke 
Company, which relates to an alleged infringement of a 
patent for improvements in the manufacture of gas, and 
the hearing of which occupied sixteen days before Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon, is shortly to be brought before the 
Sourt of Appeal. On Wednesday last the court sent 
for the counsel engaged in the case and informed them 
that the judges were desirous of having the assistance 
of some scientific men as assessors on the hearing 
of the appeal. They thought this course would 
probably save both time and expense. It was, however, 
stuted by counsel that probably no scientific man ac- 
quainted with the subject could be found who had 
not formed an opinion one way or the other with re- 
gud to the patent, and that the parties would 
much prefer that the case should be disposed of by the 
couit itself. A suggestion was thrown out that perhaps 
Mr. Justice Grove would be able to take part in the 
hearing of the appeal, but it appeared that, though he 
is a member of the Court of Appeal during the present 
sittings, he will not be so during the next sittings. It 
seems to us that the parties were fully justified in their 
distrust of specially qualified assessors. What is 
wanted in these cases of conflicting scientific testimony 
is a vigorous and unbiassed mind, accustomed to dealing 
with evidence, and untrammelled by preconceived theories 
bearing upon the question in dispute. The decision of a 
court led by a scientific assessor would be little better 
than a reference to the assessor, and, though time might 
be saved, it is not likely that the parties would regard 
the decision with anything like the confidence which 
would be felt in the unassisted decision of three or four 
acute judges. The Master of the Rolls needed no as- 
sessor to render him the greatest living authority on 
wheeled skates. g 








The dnty on solicitors’ certificates amounted in the year 
ending 31st of March last to £94,433, 





THE NEW PRACTICE. 


Atiorment oF Work amone THE OrriciaL Rerzrg 
Upon this day, the Ist of April, the official rej 
whether themselves enjoying any salary or not, 
begin to earn for the Treasury the 4d. a minute at 
their services are estimated in the recent scale, -¥ 
pointed out a fortnight ago that no provision 
been made for allotting the business among them, | 
is obvious that some sort of rotation must be est 
lished by which each reference in its order 
be assigned to them in turn, and this should, of cou 
be done without regard to the amount of labour a ay 
may involve. We publish elsewhere a notice appointj 
the Chancery Registrars’ Office as the place where { 
name of the “ particular referee in rotation”’ is tok 
obtained, but the notice does not state how that ny 
tion is to be ascertained. Several modes of accomplis, 
ing the object in view have been suggested which 
be more or less objectionable. Cases might be 
to each referee in order, but this would be open tof 
objection that the rotation would become known, 
suitors would stand by inorder to carry their ¢ 
before the referee of their choice. Or each referee might 
take a third of the alphabet as indicated by then 
of the first; plaintiff, but this wouid allow parties 
frame the titles of their actions in accordance with ther 
desire to go before a particular referee. It is clear 
undesirable that any referee should be left without work 
while his brethren are overflowing, and stern provisions 
will be necessary to prevent this. The plan which ough 
to be adopted is that the work should be distributed by 
ballot in the same manner as the work of th 
conveyancing counsel of the Chancery Division has bee 
distributed, under the 2nd of the Consolidated Orden, 
The charge of the ballot box would rest with the sam 
officers as now ballot for the conveyancing counsel, 
This would prevent the necessity for appointing any 
officer specially for the purpose, and should it ental 
much extra work it will only form an additional reas 
for filling up the staff of the Registrars’ Office to th 
strength it stood at a year ago. 


‘ 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Appran — New Evipence—Fraine Arripavits. —(n 
Tuesday, March 28, in a case of Watis v. Watts, in which 
notice had been given of an appeal from a decision of the 
Probate Division, FE. S. Ford applied to the Court of Appeal 
for directions as to the filing of affidavits relating # 
matters which had occurred since the date of the judg. 
ment appealed from (evidence of which is, by ord. 58, r.5, 
admissible without any leave of the coart), He # 
that the officer of the Probate Division had refused to re 
ceive the affidavite, on the ground that they did not relate 
to any proceedings in that division, bat to proceedings is 
the Court of Appeal, the proceedings in the caus, 


so far as the Probste Division was concerned, having® 


come to an end. It had been suggested that the aff 
davits might be filed with the Record and Wnt 
Clerks of the Chancery Division, bat those officers very 
naturally declined to receive them, inasmuch as ti 
cause never had any connection with that division. Th 
Conrt of Appeal (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, 
J.A.) said that they had no office of their own where aff- 
davite could be filed, and no officer to whose custody they 
could be committed. The Court of Appeal, though 
distinct court, was nevertheless, equally with the High 
Conrt, a branch of the Supreme Court. On the hearisg 
of an appeal from any division one of the officers of that 


division attended the Court of Appeal, and acted for the® 


time as its officer. Thue, on the hearing of an appeal from 
the Chancery Division one of the chanopry registrars 

attend; on the hearing of an appegl from the Qaoes's 
Bench Division a master of that di¥ision would attend; 
and a registrar of the Probate Division on an appeal 

that division. The proper course womld be for the office 
of the Probate Division to receive thie affidavits in quer 
tion, and place them with the other records in the cam? 
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Bi which were in his custody. All the proceedings in the 
quse would then be in one office, and would be accessible 


bs gsoccasion might require. 
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[xJUNCTION — INTERIM PRESERVATION OF PROPERTY — 
Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 25. Oa Wednesday, March 29, in 
eame case of Watts v. Watts, which was a suit insti- 
tated by a wife for a divorce, an injunction, which had been 
ted by the President of the Probate Division for the in- 
trim preservation of property undersomewhat novel circum- 
of cg stances, was upheld by the Court of Appeal. The divorced 
Ur a cayae wife had applied to the court, under section 5 of the Act 
Dp ointingM 22 & 23 Vict. c. 61, for an alteration in the provisions of a 
vhere { gr Bepeetage vo ~ — ga Ran Rs, 
at rty of his own, both real and personal. e settle. 
ia Bi ent Sesnhool a recital that it was made in pursuance of 
sompljs, #2 ente-nuptial agreement. The wife's application was 
ch woul lerred to the registrar of the court according to the 
be q@dinary practice, but, before any report had been made 
en tof ff by him, the husband advertised for sale the real property 
“i comprised in the settlement, and on the wife's application 
>wn, and) ‘injunction was granted to restrain the husband from 
heir ¢ @lling or dealing with any of the property comprised in 
h Might the settlement. On the hearing of tbe appeal it was 
6 dileged that the settlement was really a voluntary one 
arties aothwithstanding the recital in it, and that this could bs 
ith their ed by evidence, and it was contended that the Probate 
8 Clearly Division having now, under the Jadicature Acts, power 
ut work #0 grant injunctions, would exercise its jurisdiction 
‘Ovisionmm in the same way as the Court of Chancery 
h o would formerly have done; that nothing could be better 
uted by—m sttled than that the Court of Chancery would not have 
of thy testrained a voluntary settlor of real estate from selliog it 
108 been fm 89 88 to defeat the settlement, and indeed, that court would 
tave enforced, as against the settlor and the trustees of 
he ans the settlement, the specific performance of a contract 
counsd. made by the settlor for the sale of the property, and would 
“ not have fastened any trust upon the purchase-money. 
~ {17 The Court of Appea! (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and 
t ental Baggallay, J.A.) intimated an opinion that, even if the 
| Teason settlement was purely voluatary (as to which, however, 
to the the recital was primd facie evidence that it was not), the 
tion would tarn simply on the construction of section 
Sot the above pricing. tod expressly mentions post- 
buptial settlements, and not upon the decisions with refer- 
ence tn the statute of Elizabeth, which avoids voluntary 
tettlements of land in favour of subsequent purchasers for 
3.—OnH value, If, after the question of an alteration of a settle- 
| which Hf ment was before the court, the settlor could sell the prop- 
| of the Mt erty comprised in the settlement, the object of section 5 
i _ vo goon, “ee Indeed, if mesons do ” oe 
matter was before the court, it would seem at he 
» judg could equally do it after an order had been made to alter 
8, t.§, @ the provisions of the settlement. Without, however, de- 
stated § siding any of the questions raised, the court was clearly of 
| pt oon that ~ property — be peg —_ quo 
; relat e matter was ripe for decision, and they continue 
ngs @® the injunction until farther order. 
cause, 


having 
1 af Propucrion or DocuMENTS—PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION 

Orv, 31, x. 11.—Yesterday, March 31, the Court of 
8 Vey Appeal, in a case of Anderson v. The Bank of British 
ste ‘Columbia, gave a decision of considerable general impor- 


der 








The tance on the question—What are documents with regard to 
ap Mhich privilege can be claimed by a party to an action 


When production is called for by his opponent? The plain- 
y they ‘tiffs had threatened to institute proceedings against the 
ugh § defendants in respect of transactions which had taken 
| 21 @ place between the plaintiffs and the defendants’ branch bank 
a ‘Oregon. On the 18th of September, 1874, after the plain- 

‘tifa had stated that they should make a claim against the 
Aefendants, the defendants’ general manager in London 
“Wrote to the mavager in Oregon on the subject of the claim. 
On the 12th of November, the plaintiffs again threatened 
7 ion, On the 14th of November, the general manager 
phed to the Oregon manager to send the fallest 
ticulars of the transactions in respect of which the 
n referred to in tbe previous letter of the 18th of Sep- 
ber was founded. On the 16th of November the Oregon 
wrote a letter in reply to this telegram. 














On the 14th of November, after sending the telegram, the 
general manager had written to the solicitors of the bank 
asking them to attend the board meeting of the directors 
on the following Tuesday. The bill was afterwards filed, 
and ona motion by the plaintiffs for production of docu- 
ments by the defendants, the defendants claimed privilege 
for the letter of the 16th of November. ‘The Master of 
the Rolls held that the letter was not privileged, and ordered 
its production, and his decision was affirmed by the Court 
of Appeal (James and Mellish LJJ., and Baggallay, J.A.). 
The authorities were fully reviewed by their lordships, and 
rules laid down which will now bind all the divisions of 
the High Court. In an ordinary case a party is entitled 
to discovery of facts from his opponent. But, as Lord 
Justice Mellish observed, in the case of large mercantile 
firms, the principals in most cases know nothing of the de- 
tails of their transactions except through their clerks, and 
communicatious made by clerks or agents to their principals 
ought therefore to be produced to enable a hostile party to 
procure that informatioa to which he is entitled, and which 
otherwise it would be impossible that he should obtain. 





Penpine Suit tv Coancery Diviston—Tatal Br Juny— 
Issues oF Fact—Mripptesex Srtrinas—Orp. 36, Ee. 2, 
13, 16, 27.—Clarke v. Cookson was an administration suit 
which was pending when the Judicature Acts came into 
operation. The plaintiff joined issue after the 2ad of 
November, 1875, and gave notice of trial by a judge and 
jury. He afterwards wished to withdraw this notice so 
far as regarded the jury and set down the suit in Vice- 
Chancellor Hall’s paper. The defendant urged that he was 
entitled to insist upon the suit being tried by a jury ac- 
cording to the notice of trial, which by ord. 36, r. 13, 
could only be countermanded by consent or by leave of 
the judge. The cause was put into the paper on Monday, 
March 27, to be spoken to upon that point ; and the Vice- 
Chancellor having decided that, in this case, the plaintiff 
could not be allowed to withdraw his notice of trial by jary, 
the questions arose how the snit ought to be set down and 
where it ought to betried. Dickinson, QC., and Crossley 
for the plantiff, and Jngle Joyce for the defendant having been 
heard, the Vice-Chancellor said the proper mode would be to 
set the cause down for trial by a judge and jury. The proper 
officer of the Chancery Division (prohably the Clerk of 
Records and Writs) would then give to the plaintiff a 
notification that the cause was ready for trial, and the plain- 
tiff must then apply to have it entered in the cause list for 
the Middlesex Sittings. If any difficulty should be ex- 
perienced in getting it set down, app'ication must first be 
made to a judge in chambers, and afterward: (if necessary) 
to the Vice-Chance'lor. Alldiffisulty could, however, be 
avoided ifths parties would agree upon issues of fact to be 
settled by the Vice-Chancellor and sent by him for trial in 
Middlesex. This course was ultimately agreed upon, and 
the cause was ordered to stand out of the paper till after the 
trial of theissues. During the arguments the Vice-Chan- 
cellor expressed an opinion that Cannot v. Morgan (ante. 
p. 72) was not an authority thata jury might sit in the 
Chancery Division, but only that a cause attached to that 
division might be sent for trial to the Middlesex sittings. 





Remuneration oF SpeciAL Rereree.—In the recent 
case of Willis v. Lichfield, Vice-Chancellor Hall, upon an 
application under section 56 of the Judicature Act 1873, 
decided that the amount of remuneration to be paid to a 
special referee is five guineas a sitting. 





Staring Creprrors’ Acrions.—Before the Qaeen’s 
Bench Division on Saturday, in a case of Harman v. 
Harman, Henderson applied for an order to stay an action 
against executors on a bill given by their testator. Oue of 
the executors had commenced an action for administration 
in the Chancery Division, and was in a position to obtain 
a decree for administration. Willis, for the creditor, con- 
tended that the action ought not to be stayed until the 
decree for administration had been made, The cours 
stayed the action on the terms that the creditor obtained 
his decree for administration within a week. , - se) 
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THE MAINTENANCE OF INFANTS. 


Tue law as to granting maintenance to infants has 
recently been the subject of two decisicns by the 
Master of the Rolls, to one, at least, of which it is worth 
while to draw attention, since it dispels a doubt which 
has been expressed by two eminent authorities as to the 
effect of the 26th section of Lord Cranworth’s Act (23 & 
24 Vict. c. 145). But it is necessary, in the first place, 
to have clearly in mind the state of the law as it exists 
with reference to instruments executed prior to the pass- 
ing of that Act. 

In the case of those instruments two questions have to 
be considered by trustees before making any allowance 
for the maintenance of an infant—first, whether the 
infant's property is given to him in such terms as to 
create a fund out of which the allowance can legally be 
made; and secondly, whether any other provision for 
maintenance exists or there is any person bound by law 
to provide for the maintenance of the infant. Dealing 
now with the former point only, of course where a legacy 
is vested, and payment of it is not postponed, the 
interest accruing due on the legacy belongs absolutely to 
the infant, and is available for the purpose of mainten- 
ance. But there are many cases in which difficulty 
arises because the chiid has no present title to the 
interest. This happens where interest does not accrue 
upon the legacy by reason of its being contingent (Heath 
v. Perry, 3 Atk. 101), or by reason of the payment being 
postponed (Crickett v. Dolby, 3 Ves. 10). It also happens 
where, although interest is accruing upon the legacy, 
the title to the interest as well as to the corpus is con- 
tingent (Errington v. Chapman, 12 Ves. 20). When- 
ever this difficulty occurs in the case of a legacy given to 
a child by a parent, or person in loco parentis, who has 
neglected to make provision for maintenance of the 
child, the court takes upon itself to do what the testator 
ought to have done—viz., to provide necessaries for his 
children (see the judgment in Harvey v. Harvey, 2 P. 
Was. at p. 22) ; and it will do this although the testator 
may have provided maintenance up to a particular time 
or age only (Chambers v. Goldwin, 11 Ves. 1), and in 
spite of an express direction to accumulate the interest 
on the gift (Mole v. Mole, 1 Dick. 310). The 
Court, moreover, gives interest by way of mainte- 
nance, not merely from one year after the testator’s 
decease, as in the case of an ordinary legacy, but from 
the day on which he died (Beckford v. Tobin, 1 Ves. 
Sen. 308). Thus a distinct rule of construction has been 
introduced for the purpose of giving maintenance during 
minority on the ground of natural obligation; and that 
this is the ground on which the rule rests was revognized 
by the Master of the Rolls in In re James Breed’s Trusts 
(24 W. R. 200, L. R. 1 Ch. D. 226), where a share of 
residue having been given to a child of the testator con- 
tingently on attaining twenty-five, maintenance during 
the interval between twenty-one and twenty-five was 
refused on the ground that during that period no obliga- 
tion would exist if the parent were living. 

In this state of the law the 26th section of Lord Cran- 
worth’s Act enacted, as to instruments executed 
after the 18th of August, 1860, as followe:—‘ In 
all cases where any property is held by trustees 
in trust for an infant, either absolutely or contingently 
on his attaining the age of twenty-one years, or on the 
occurrence of any event previously to his attaining that 
age, it shall be lawful for such trustees, at their sole dis- 
cretion, to pay to the guardians (if any) of such infant, 
or otherwise to apply for or towards the maintenance or 
education of such infant, the whole or any part of the 
income to which such infant may be entitled in respect 
of such property, whether there be any other fund appli- 
cable to the same purpose, or any other person bound by 
law to provide for such maintenance or education or not, 
and such trustees shall accumulate alléhe residue of such 
income by way of compound interest by investing the 
same, and the resulting income thereof, from time to 
time in proper securities, for the benefit of the person 





—————=—= 
who shall ultimately become entitled to the pro 
from which such accumulations shall have arisen. Py, 
vided always that it shall be lawful for such trustees g 
any time, if it shall appear to them expedient, to apply” 
the whole or any part of such accumulations as if thy. 
same were part of the income arising in the then currey 

ear.” 

a Upon this section it has been the opinion of some emj. 
nent conveyancers (Lewin on Trusts, 6th ed. p. 490p, 
(e), Davidson’s Conveyancing, Settlements, 2nd ed. p, 196, 
but compare Jbid. 3rd ed. p. 176) that, inasmuch as it x, 
ferred to income to which the infant is “ entitled ”’—pg. 
“entitled absolutely or contingently ’’—it means that the 
child must have a present title to the income, although his. 
title to the corpus may be contingent in the sense that it 
does not vest indefeasibly until he attains his mg. 
jority. This would happen in the ordinary case ofa be. 
quest of a sum of money to an infant by astranger, with 
a gift over of the sum if the infant should die befor 
majority, where it is clear that, the legacy being vested 
although subject to be divested, the interest accruing: 
due during the life of the infant belongs absolutely 
to him as it accrues. The difficulty in this view is 
that the direction in the Act to accumulate the 
residue of the income for the benefit of the person 
ultimately becoming entitled to the property seems to 
indicate very clearly that the income may be income not 
absolutely belonging to theinfant. Moreover, this con 
struction of the section would make it inoperative to. 
change the law in any respect, for in the case to which. 
the section would apply—that, viz., of a vested legacy, 
liable to be divested on death under twenty-one, interest. 
being payable on the legacy (T'issen v. T'issen, 1 P. W, 
500), the court or trustees could always allow mainte- 
nance. 

A contrary view of the effect of the section has beew 
taken by the Master of the Rolls in In re Cotton's Trusts 
(24 W. R. 243, L. R. 1 Ch. D. 232). In that case the 
infant was entitled to a moiety of a residue if she attained 
twenty-one; and it was held to be a case within the 
terms of the section, on the ground that the Legislature 
intended to make the rule which had been previously 
applied by the Court of Chancery to the case of parental 
provisions applicable to provisions made by strangers. 
This broad view of the alteration effected by the Act is,. 
no doubt, open to the observation that the special rule 
adopted by the court in the case of legacies given bys 
parent to a child did, in fact, as his lordship observed in 
In re James Breed’s Trusts, alter the testator’s will (24 
W. R. 201); but the court adopted it on the ground of 
natural obligation, and adopted it only when the testator 
had neglected to provide a maintenance. According to 
the decision in Jn re Cotton’s T'rusts, the trustees are to- 
have a like power to alter the will of a person who was 
under no similar obligation. Under the old law the 
question as to whether or not the circumstances of the 
infant were such as to justify the allowance, assuming 


that there was a fund out of which it could be made,’ 


was practically almost as important as the one which we 
have been considering, and it may have been that alone 
with which the Act intended to deal. On the other hand, 
itis to be observed that the statutory provision, although 
it enables trustees to allow maintenance where the 
father is living, or has made some provision for mail 
tenance, by no means relieves them from the obligation 
to see that the circumstances of the infant are such as ® 
justify the allowance. And it is not unreasonable ® 
suppose that the infants named as the first objects of the 
donor's bounty are the preferential objects of his bounty, 
and that although he limits the corpus of the gift, and even 
the accumulations of the interest, to go over to & 

in case of the death of the infant under twenty-one, he 
cannot have intended the object of his pref 
bounty to starve. The question on the words of the 
statute is not free from difficulty ; but, on the whole, we 
imagine the interpretation adopted by the Master of the 
Rolls will, in most cases, carry out the intention of the: 
donor, and will certainly prove generally convenient. 
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4 thares for which he had signed the memorandum, not- 
| Mithstanding the lapse of time, the question was 
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Recent Becisians. 
EXECUTORS COSTS IN ADMINISTRATION 
SUITS. 


(Smith v. Cremer, M.R., 24 W. R. 51; Heugh v. Scard, 
M.R., 24 W. R. 51.) 


The first of these cases is a good illustration of the 
ral rule that an executor has a right to have his 
gecounts taken by the court, and shows that, provided an 
executor has acted bond fide in dealing with the estate, 
his mistakes will be visited only by his having to refund 
any moneys which he may have improperly paid, and he 
qill not in addition be visited with the payment of costs, 
gyen though his mistakes were the proxima causa of the 
t. 
=. the second case there was improper dealing with the 
etate, and neglect and delay in furnishing accounts, and 
the executor was ordered to pay the costs of the suit, 
except the costs of taking the accounts. The case is 
¢hiefly valuable as containing a formal exposition of the 
yiews entertained by the Master of the Rolls with re- 
+ to the subject of costs where executors have 
neglected or refused to account. It appears that “‘ very 
” neglect, or “ wholly indefensible ” refusal, will be 
necessary to make an executor liable for any costs where 
there is no other misconduct or fraud. ‘I expressly 
guard myself” said his lordship, ‘from saying that, in 
every case of mere neglect, or even in every case of mere 
refusal, an honest executor or trustee who has fairly dis- 
charged his duty, an onerous and thankless duty, is to 
costs.’ But neglect or refusal will be considered 
as the Rolls as an aggravation of any improper 
dealing, and will be visited accordingly. Now we 
do not mean to say that in no reported case has 
a executor been allowed his costs although he has 
neglected to render his accounts (White v. Jackson, 15 
Beay. 191), and possibly circumstances may be imagined 
where an executor might even be morally justified in 
refusing to furnish an account. But we think itis a 
pity needlessly to throw out encouragement to non- 
observance .of salutary rules. One of the first duties 
ofan executor or trustee is to keep accounts; and there 
isnot the same hardship in requiring him to keep ac- 
q@untsas in expecting him in all his dealings with 
the trust property to show the discretion and know- 
ledge which the court itself would exhibit. Refusal 
to account should be visited with some penalty, and 
the salutary rule is that the penalty shall be the costs 
up to the hearing. 





SUBSCRIBER TO MEMORANDUM OF ASSO- 
CIATION. 


(Inve Tal-y-Drws Slate Company, V.U.M., 24 W. R. 92, 
L. R. 1 Ch. D. 247.) 


This was a new point, though both point and decision 
had been foreshadowed in at least two reported cases. 

In 1863, Mr. Mackley signed the memorandum of as. 
ticiation of the above-named company for fifty £10 shares. 
Soon afterwards he requested that his name might be 
Withdrawn from the company, but took no active steps 
to secure such withdrawal. He never, however, acted in 
the management of the company, nor was his name ever 
inserted in the register of shareholders. Before the close 
¢f 1864 all the ehares had been allotted to other persons, 
and thenceforth down to 1868, when eighty-nine shares, 
% which £8 each had been paid, were forfeited, there were 
Ro shares which could have been allotted to him, Ina 
1874 the company went into liquidation, and, Mr. Mack- 
hy having died in 1868, his executrix was placed on the 

of contributories. It being quite clear that, if all the 
thares had not been allotted to other persons, Mr. Mackley 
his estate would have been liable in respect of the 


whether the allotment of all the shares displaced this 
liability. In Drummond's case (18 W. R. 2, L. R. 4 Ch. 
772), Giffard, L.J., laid down what he took to be “ the 
true proposition of law” in the following terms :—‘‘A man 
who signs the memorandum of association agrees to be- 
come a shareholder, and as long as there are shares that 
can be allotted to him he must fulfil that obligation ;” 
and in Evans’s case (L. R. 2 Ch. 427), where the appli- 
cant for removal had acted for a short time as a director, 
and all the shares had been allotted to other persons, but 
the allotment of some was not final and they were not 
taken up, Turner, L.J., said, “ If, indeed, all the shares 
had been allotted to others, a question might have arisen ;” 
and Lord Cairns, L.J., added, “It is said that the shares 
which Mr, Evans would have had were allotted to other 
people, but it seems that the allotment was not final. 

and that there were left at all times shares sufficient to 
answer the right of Mr. Evans. I think that his right 

was never taken away from him, and that his liability 
was never got rid of.” Applying these principles to the 

present case, it is clear that for four years—namely, from 
1864 to 1868—Mr. Mackley was not in a position to assert 
his right to any shares, and it would follow that his lia- 
bility was extinguished. The forfeiture of the eighty-nine 
shares could not revive his hability; indeed, to hold that 
it did would, in the present case, have resulted in the in- 
crease of the capital of the company by the sum of £712, 

the amount paid by the allottees of the afterwards for- 

feited shares. It may be thought that the decision 

affords a hint to promoters as to how they can manage 
at once to impress the public with their own sanguine 

expectation of success and to shuffle off their liability by 

never entering their names on the register and allotting 

all the shares to others ; but the present case was one of 

perfect bona fides, and will be no precedent for cases in- 

volving anything like fraud or collusion. 








Rebhiews. 
FIXTURES. 


Tae Law or Fixtures: Empracine THE AGRICULTURAL 
Houpines Act, 1875, Incorporating THE Princrpan 
American Decistons, AND GENERALLY BRINGING THE 
Law Down To THE Present Timez. By Ancuipanp 
Brown, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Third Edi- 
tion. Stevens & Haynes. 


In this edition of his book Mr. Brown has added a 
summary of the Agricultural Holdings Act. Comparing 
the provisions of that Act as to fixtures with those of 
14 & 15 Vict. c. 25, he comes to the conclusion (p. 35) 
that “the Agricultural Holdings Act, as regards all 
tenancies of not less than two acres that are either solely 
agricultural or solely pastoral, or partly agricultural 
and as to the residue pastoral, is by far the completer 
Act of the two, and furnishes also (when its application 
is not excluded) a far readier and more beneficial mode 
of providing for the mutual rights of landlord and 
tenant.” So far as regards the sections of the Agrieul- 
tural Holdings Act which Mr. Brown describes under 
the head of “ Cases not of Compensation” we should 
like to know on what he bases his opinion that the 
rights of the landlord are more beneficially provided for 
than in the former Act. The most important difference 
between the provisions of section 3 of 14 & 15 Vict. c. 
25, and section 53 of the Agricultural Holdings Act is 
that under the later statute the consent of the landlord to 
the erection of the fixture is unnecessary; is this a more 
beneficial mode of providing for the rights of the landlord ? 
Under the later Act, also, the tenant is only required to 
make good all damage occasioned to any building or 
other part of the holding by the removal of the fixture. 
Is this more beneficial to the landlord than the previous 
provision, which required the tenant to put the land and 





buildings “ in as good plight and condition as the same 
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were in before the erection of anything so removed” ? 
Nor can we agree with Mr. Brown’s estimate of the 
“ remoter advantage” which he thinks will result from 
the Act, “namely, it will tend to insure a greater uni- 
formity of tenure throughout the country, dispensing 
with the necessity of the local customs.” Has Mr. Brown 
observed section 60, which provides that, except as in 
the Act expressed, nothing shall take away, abridge, or 
prejudicially affect any right of a landlord, tenant, ,or 
other person in respect of any custom of the country ? 
The previous section disables the tenant from claiming 
compensation both under the custom and under the Act, 
but we believe we express the opinion of those best able 
to judge when we say that, since the custom of the 
country, where it exists, will usually be more favourable 
to the tenant than the Act, and does not involve the 
landiord’s counter-claim for waste or breaches of 
covenant, few tenants will be so unwise as to abandon 
the custom for the Act. 

Turning from Mr. Brown's opinion of the statute to his 
statement of its provisions, we find these on the whole 
accurately summarized. It should have been stated, 
however, on p. 33, that, in the case of tenancies entered 
into after the 14th of February, 1876 [why does Mr. 
Brown say on and after the 15th of February ?], the 
Act may be excluded, not merely (as is stated) by the 
contract of tenancy, but by any agreement in writing 
detween landlord and tenant. And why does Mr. 
Brown only devote three lines on p. 30 to the 
‘ready und beneficial” mode of assessing the compensa- 
tion provided in case of non-agreement between landlord 
and tenant, involving, possibly, four hearings of the 
same case—before referees, umpire, county court judge, 
and the same referees again. 

On the general subject of the book we looked with 
interest for some discussion of the position in which the 
law relating to distraining fixtures has been left by 
Hellawell v. Eastwood (6 Ex. 295) and 'urner v. 
Cameron (18 W. R. 544, L. R. 5 Q. B. 306). Careful 
statements of these cases, and extracts from the 
judgments in each case are given, but an essential 
part of the judgment of Parke, B., in the former case 
is omitted—we refer to the passage where the learned 
judge points out that one of the tests whether 
the thing distrained is a personal chattel or a fix- 
ture incapable of being distrained, is whether it has 
been affixed to the soil “ for the permanent and substan- 
tial improvement of the” freehold, “ or merely for a tem- 
porary purpose, and the more complete enjoyment and 
use of it as a chattel.” In Z'urner v. Cameron the court 
held that the railways were constructed for the better 
enjoyment of the colliery, ‘and were so far permanent that 
they were intended to remain on the premises as ancillary 
to the working of the mines; at least until the expiration 
of the}term.’ This seems not only to reconcile the 
cases, but to afford a convenient test to the practitioner, 
and it would have been more useful if Mr, Brown had 
brought it out, in place of merely suggesting (p. 185) 
what might be a desirable change in the law, and making 
such vague statements as that there is “ almost a custom 
to distrain upon almost every class of removable fixture.” 

Upon the important question involved in Hawtrey v. 
Butlin (21 W. R. 633), Ex parte Daglish (21 W. R. 
893), and Lz purte Barclay (22 W. KR. 608), Mr. Brown 
gives very fuli statements of each case and extracts from 
the judgments, after the method adopted in other parts 
of the book, and on p. 155 he sums up ina few words, 
and, asit seems to us, very correctly, the effect of his 
twelve preceding pages. We cannot but think that these 
pages might well have been reduced, and that the whole 
book would be greatly improved by condensation. It does 
not seem to be necessary, for instance, that we should be 
informed (p. 95) that in Hallen v. Runder the judges 
decided, “ contrary to the very clear and powerful, and 
withal the learned argument of Mr. Kelly’; and we 
suspect that Viee-Chancellor Malins would not be in- 
consclable though he had missed the satisfaction of being 





assured by Mr. Brown (p. 148) of the “ propriety” gy 
his decision in Begbie v. Fenwick. May we add thy 
the language might, with advantage, be simplified ? Wig 
is the average articled clerk to make of the follo 
sentence (p. 95) :—‘‘ And for the purpose of p 

them in such a way as to make this their character fy 
simplicity and similarity apparent, only one small lemmy 
is required in addition to the explanations already 

in the previous sections of this treatise, and this lem 
is also itself of so simple a character as to be rather, 
corollary from those explanations than a substantiy 
assumption added to them” ? 


‘ 


CONVEYANCING. 


GREENWOOD's MANUAL OF THE PracTICE OF ConVEYANemNg 
SHOWING THE PRESENT PRACTICE RELATING TO THE Dany 
Routine or Conveyancine 1n Socicirors’ Orrtcas, &, 
&c. Fourth Edition. Revised by Henry Newson Cap, 
B.A., LL.B., Solicitor. Stevens & Sons. 


Mr. Capel has wisely refrained from overlaying this 
edition of Mr. Greenwood's useful book with informa 
tion which may be better obtained from the stand. 
ard authoritiés to which he refers. We are inclined to 
think, however, that occasionally a little more detail might 
have been added —as, for instance, on p. 45, where, under 
the head of mortgages, a more extended notice of the 
important subject of mortgages of leaseholds with 
fixtures should have been added, with a reference to the 
recent cases. The practical character of the book i 
carefully preserved, and the information afforded and 
the precedents given are just such as the articled clerk 
is likely to require in the course of the routine practice 
of a solicitor’s office. Comparing this edition with the 
second, we observe a considerable increase in the 
number of precedents. 








LEGAL EDUCATION FOR THE INDIAN 
CIVIL SERVICE. 


A piscusston which has recently arisen in consequence 
of communications receivei by the Secretary of State fur 
India from the Dean of Christ Courch and the Master of 
Balliol at Oxford and from the Vice-Chancellor of the Unie 
versity of Cambridge, urging the expediency of securing for 
the future Civil S-rvants of India the benefit of a Univer 
sity education, has givea rise to communications of some 
interest es involving the question of the success of the ex 
isting system of legal instruction, by which all the candi- 
dates undergo four examinations, not only in Jurisprudence 
and certain of the Indian Codes but also in the Law of 
Evidence and in the procedure of the English Courts, 
their knowledge being evidenced by furnishing a given 
number of reports of cases at the hearing of which they 
have been present. In answer to the inquiries of the 
Marquis of Salisbury the Vivil Service Commissiou+rs depre- 
cate any change in the existing system, which they consider 
to have worked satisfactorily, as regards both the original se- 
lection aud the subsequent preparation of the candidates. On 
the question of the legal traiuing of the probationers, they 
quote from the report made to Sir Charles Wood (whea 
President of the Board of Control) by the Committee of 
1854, of which Lord Macanlay was chairman, to the follow- 
ing effect :—*‘ Sore, at least, of the probationers ought, 9 
couceive, not only to attend lectures and to read w 
chosen books on jurisprudence, bat to ree the actual work- 
ing of the machinery by which justice is administered. 
They ought to bear legal questions argued by the ablest 
counsel—they ought to draw up reports of the argaments 
both of the advocates and of the judges. They oaght to 
attend both civil and criminal trials, and to take notes of 
the evidence, and of the discussions and decisions respect 
ing the evidence. A probationer, while thus employ: 
should regularly submit his notes of argument and of evi- 
dence to his legal instructor for correction, Such & 
training as this would, we are inclined to think, be 
an excellent preparation for official life in Indis- 
This report was the origin of the present system 
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instruction, and the Civil Service, Commis- 
present elaborate statistics to show that the 
mode of training ia the best practically attainable. 
(ommunications in answer to the questions of the Secre- 

of State have been transmitted, not only from the Go- 
yemor- General, the Madras and Bombay Governments, but 
so from many members of the Indian Civil Service, many 
fiwhom have furnished most elaborate minutes on the sub- 













a it of the preparation of civil servants. Those officials 
le ho were elected in the earlier days of the competitive 
ont are, as arule, most hostile to the present mode of 

© Mi giying out the subsequent examinations, and advocate a 
‘anti yeidence of the probationers at Oxford or Cambridge 





nther than in London, being mostly disposed to attach 
wry little importance to the subject of attendance in court 
wd reporting cases; and the general current opinion 
throughout the service is undoubtedly in favour of a 









NCING le 

Daur The Governor-General of India in Conncil has addressed 
8, &o, Mi the Marquis of Salisbury in favour of a modification of 
Carat, fi the mode of training probationers, urging that they should 





bebrought together in some college or university before 
their training is completed. It is added, ‘We think, 







S this noreover, that some alterations might be made with advan- 
ora in the course of training of the successful candidates, 
tand. Hi thst too great value has been attached to attendance in 
ied to HH foglish law courts and to the study of the details of Eng- 
might # jh and Indian law.’’ Lord Northbrook adds a minute of 
Inder ## his own on the subject, strongly in favour of university resi- 







f the Mi dence by probationers. As to the legal instruction he 
with # munciates bis own views as follows :—‘‘ I do not think that 
) the My the study in England of Acts of the Indian Legislature is 





necessary except as illustrative of the principles of juris- 

nce. Any man who takes pains can easily and 
qiickly master the Acts of Parliament which he has to 
administer, and it opecers to me that this part of the home 
tnining might well be omitted. So far as ! am able to 
jndge I agree with those who think that undue importance 
isattached to attendance at English law courts and to 
making reports of civil and criminal cases. It must be re- 
membered that whén.this subject was first dealt with the 
Indian codes had not assumed their present complete shape. 
There are now considerable differences between English and 
Indian law and procedure, and while I think it desirable 
that some knowledge of the practice of English courts of 
lw should be acquired by a young man before he comes 
to India, I thiok that there would be no difficulty at all if 

requirements should be reduced. Every year will 
create a broader line of separation in India betwe-n the 
administration of civil law and the executive duties of 
Government ; and the time given to the details of civil 
hw must be thrown away in the case of a large 
mmber of young civilians.” Mr. Hobhouse, Q.C., 
the legal member of the conncil, embodies his own views 
inan exhaustive minute. He is, on the whole, in favour 
ofthe existing system, and would make residence of the 
probationers at a University optional. He thinks, however, 
that the probationary period might be shortened, and is 
“very sceptical as to the great value of attendauce on law 
courts, and of the study of our codes of procedare.” The 
legal subjects of examination might be restricted to criminal 
jurisprudence, with the Indian Penal Vode as a text-book, 
@ the principles of evidence, with the Indian Evidence 
Act as a text-book. From Madras Mr. Robinson, late 
toting governor, writes that he is, on the whole, satisfied 
with the present system, though he does not attach muoh 
importance to the legal training. He objects to the selected 
tandidates ‘‘ playing the ré/e uf briefless barristers about 
the con:ts of law in London,” and thinks that the effect of 
Aitendanve there has often a positively mischievous effect 
in“ that preference for playing the sitting magistrate, 
that hair-splitting and argumentativeness, which so 
Many of us regres to meet with occasionally 
Smongst the new olass of young men.” Mr, 
Robinson thinks that if University residence is 
Made compulaory, the loss of the opportunities of attend 
ing the law courts would be unimportant. Sir Philip 
Wodehouse, the Governor of Bombay, thinks that the 

t system bears good fruit, but that the study of the 
| indian codes might be deferred till the candidates arrive 
in India. 
It is tobe regretted that eo few judges of the Indian 
h Courts have offered any opinions on the subject of 
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the Legal Education of the probationers. Mr. Justice 
Bayley, of Bombay, while giving elaborate replies to all 
the branches of the inquiry, thinks that the time spent ia 
taking reports of cases is to a great extent wasted, and 
that a better arrangement of it might be made. He would 
have the candidates ‘‘attend the Nisi Prius sittings at 
London or Westminster and watch attentively the trials and 
speeches of counsel and especially the sammings-up of such 
of the judges as have the reputation of dealing well with 
evidence.” The learned judge does not suggest any criterion 
by which the student is to decide upon the intellectual 
reputation of the respective members of the High Conrt. 
The learned judge would certainly make the probationary 
period much mare lively than it is now, for not only would 
he not “pester” the candidate by requiring him to take 
notes of what he hears, but “he should go, say, one 
sammer circuit after the close of the Oxford and Cambridge 
Trinity terms. The bar might, perhaps, elect such 
persons as honorary members of the bar mess, where they 
would meet most of the bar, and often hear the pro- 
ceedings in the court that day criticised with that freedom 
and ability which form such pleasing characteristics of an 
English circuit mess.” As to Privy Council attendance he 
believes that the cases are calculated to confuse the 
student, who would derive more good from “a careful 
perusal of the numerous volumes containing the 
decisions of the Privy Council.” (This curriculam 
would comprise about thirty-eight volumes of Moore 
and six of the Law Reports.) Finally, Mr. Justice 
Bayley thinks the Indian Evidence Act can be best learned 
in India, with the aid of regular attendance in the High 
Courts. Mr. Justice Kempall (a civilian judge), agrees 
with his colleague in thinking the attendance in court use- 
less, though he would encourage all the candidates to enter 
at an Inn of Court. Mr. Justice Turner (now «acting Chief 
Justice of the North-West Province), disbelieves in the 
benefits to be derived from the probation, on the ground 
(among others) that the period is too short for obtaining a 
practical knowledge of law. Justices Tyrrell and Spankie 
would reduce the period to one year, but offer no sug- 
gestions as to the legal portion of the training. 

The Secretary of State and most of the members of the 
Council have furnished minutes on the papers submitted to 
them, but the opinions to which most interest will attach 
are naturally those of Sir Henry Maine, who is in favour of 
two years’ University residence, the periodical examinations 
of the Civil Service Commissioners being so fixed as to 
correspond with the Oxford and Cambridge terms of resi- 
dence. He would relax the obligations of attendance in 
court, adding that ‘‘a certain amount of attendance is 
likely to be extremely useful, but the amount actually re- 

uired seems to me altogether excessive. I imagine that 
= rules on the subject were drawn up before the codifica- 
tion of Indian Jaw had gone as far as it has done, and in par- 
ticular before the Indian Law of Evidence had be~n endified. 
The most useful exercise which can now be imposed on a 
young civilian is not to pick up a little law from a trial or 
an argument, but to acquire as much as possible of the 
generalized law of the codes by an effort of memory wh'ch 
is leas distasteful in early than in later life.” 

The Marquis of Salisbury, in a dispatch to Lord North- 
brook, dated the 24th of February last, indicates the new 
arrangements which will be introduced into the examina- 
tions, in consequence of the discussion which has been 
elicited. The first competition under the new conditions 
will be held in July 1878; a lower limit of ge wiil be fixed, 
and other minor changes will be introduced ; and efforts 
will be made to encourage residence by the prob:tioners at 
Oxford or Cambridge, though it will not be maze compul- 
sory. The periodical examinations will continue to be held, 
attendance at law courts will still be necessary, and pruba- 
tioners will be examined in respect to that attendance,” 
but the present arrangements on this matter are to be con- 
siderably modified. 


= 








A return just issued shows that the jadicial expendi- 
tnre in England in the year 1872-73 was, in 
£1,067, 622 22. 10d., and of that sum £900,144 5s. 2d. was 
realized by fee stampa, &c., leaving the net expenditure 
£167,477 178. 8d. In Ireland in the same period the gross 
total expenditure was £203,677 14s. 31.; the fee stamps, 
&o., prodaced £70,082 63. 6d., making the net totalex- 
penditure £133,595 7a. 9d. 
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THE CHARITY COMMISSIONERS. 


Tue Charity Commissioners in their 23rd annual report 
just issued, gave the subjoined classified statement of the 
number and principal objects of the orders which they have 
made under their official seal during the past year, and the 
four years immediately preceding it, under The Charitable 
Trusts Acts. 





Number, 
Objects of Orders. 





Daring 
the year 
1874 

3 
tbe year 
17 


Duriv 








Authorising applications to the Court 
of Chancery wee ots 
Ditto to the County Courts ove 
Ditto to the Courts of,Com. Law... 
Appointing and removing trustees, 
and establishing schemes, or for 
some of those purposes ... ove 
Certifying cases to the Attorney- 
General, with a view to the in- 
stitution by him of ex-ofiicio 
aay 2 ot RN, AC pee: 
Conveying advice to trustees for 
their protection and indemnity| 
on questions involving their 
rsonal responsibility ... one 
Authorising sales of Charity estate: 
Ditto exchanges ws tis ass 
Ditto building, mining, and other 
ial leases 


wo 
oon 
a, ~ 


Ditto improvements of Charity 
estates, and the raising or appro- 
priation of the necessary funds 

Ditto the compromise of claims ... 

Ditto transfers of stock or money to 
“The Official Trustees ot 
Charitable Funds ”’ day as 

Granting certificates under third 
section of “The Endowed 
Schools Act, 1873” ae oes 

Granting certificates of incorpora- 
tion under “The Charitable 
Trustees Incorporation ct, 
1872” eee cee oes eee 

For various purposes not comprised 
under any of the foregoing 
heads . oe = ew} 531 472 476 | 282 305 


2 ————_ | ————_ 


Total] 2,21 | 2,046/ 1,876] 1,705 | 1,661 


























They add—lIt will be observed that 415 orders have heen 
made by our board during the past year (in exercise of the 
judicial authority first conferred upon us by ‘“ The Charit- 
able Trusts Act, 1860’’) for the appointment or removal of 
trustees, or for the establishment of schemes tor the regula- 
tion of charities. One application only was authorized to 
be made to the Court of Chancery, and none to the county 
courts, 

The sales of real property of charities during the last two 
years have been as tollows— 





| In the Year Number. | Price. 





aa ae 
1874 310 267,032 15 7 
1875 363 332,614 19 0 





The total number of orders authorizing such sales since 
the year 1853 has been 3,485, and the total amount of the 
purchase money £3,338,168 14s. 7d. 

Many sales thus effected, the cost of which but for the 
assistance rendered by the Charitable Trusts Acts would 
have amounted to a prohibition, have enabled trustees to 
secure high prices for small parcels of land intermixed with 
the property of adjoining owners, or for parcels the position 
of which was not known with certainty. 

The sums of steck transferred to the official trustees of 
Cheritable Funds during each of the last two years have 
been— 

£ 8d. 
1874 . ° . ° ° + 520,370 12 2 
SRS sce iw one wt a eee 


The sales or re-transfers have amounted to— 
1874 . e > ° a" - 151,546 15 11 


eee a 

The total sum of stocks and investments held by th 

official trustees on the 31st of December, 1875, amounted ty. 
£6,624,406 8s. 8d., divided into 7,770 separate accounts, 


The amount transferred dur- 

ing the last ten years has 

been . . £4,834,758 18 9 
The amount sold or re-trans- 

ferred during the same 

period hasbeen .. 600,999 10 4 
The average amount trans- 

ferred annually has been . 483,475 17 9 
And the average amonant 

sold ° ° 2 4 60,099 19 9 


During the year the particulars of 327 charities 
created or previously unrecorded have been entered in og 
register of “ Unreported Charities.” The total number of 
charities entered in this register, which forms, as its 
implies, a supplement to the printed reports of the forme 
Commission of Inquiry, is now 7,788. 

The number of returns of the annual accounts of charitigy 
which have been made to our office during the past you 
is 19,733, the number so received during the year 1874 
having been 18,377. 

The accounts of several charities, which have been at 
some time or other dealt with by the Court of Chancery, 
have still been passed annually in that Court, and the 
income is received by officers appointed by the Court, 
The benefit of this course is at least questionable. 

One case, that of the charity of Mrs. Ann Cam, was 
originally brought before the Court in 1790 in the suitof 
Moggeridge v. Thackwell. The Commissioners of Inquiry 
report that in 1837, £20,427 14s. 6d. three per cents, were 
standing in the name of the Accountant-General on 
account of, the general purposes of the Charity, and 
£1,575 7s. 10d. to the credit of costs, a fund for costa 
having been set apart by an order made in July, 1811, 
Each recipient of the Charity was formally approved by 
the Master. The Commissioners observed that it was 
difficult to conceive wkat good end could be answered by 
keeping the fund in Court, and that it seemed on the 
contrary to occasion a useless waste of money, and an 
unprofitable consumption of public time. 

The same system still continues, and the same sum 
standing to the account of the general purposes of the 
charity. The cost fund has increased to £1,748 4e, 6d. No 
acceunt of the income and expenditure of this last fund has 
been transmitted to this office, and but for the report of the 
Commissioners of Inquiry it would not have become known 
to this board that sucu afund was in existence. Out of this 
fund the costs of the trust have been defrayed, not without 
regular taxation, which provides, indeed, against unprofes- 
sional charger, but indirectly sanctions the present objec- 
tionable course of procedure. 

In the case of Bourne’s School, at Berkhampstead, the 
endowment consists of £10,847 18s, 8d. stock. Till recently 
£15 was paid to a receiver appointed by the court, and 
£14 6s. a year on the average for passing his account. 
As far back as 1832 this system, which had long prevailed, 
was complained of as a grievance. The stock has recently 
been transferred to the official trustees, and the receiver dis- 
continued, and £27 a year is thus saved to the charity. 

In another case, that of Preston Hospital, in Shrop- 
shire, the management of the estate is still carried on 
under a decree of the Court of Chancery, dated in 1720, 
the income being collected by a receiver appointed by that 
court at the cost of an annual poundage, and the accounts 
being annually passed by the solicitors of the charity. 
This has for upwards of twenty years past, since the es- 
tablishment of this commission, involved unnecessary 00st 
to the charity of about £100 a year. The trustees have, 
however, recently signified their intention of voluntarily 
terminating this state of things, by applying for an order 
of the court for that purpose, whereby a material saving 
of expense will be effected. 

We propose to submit a list of charities, the accounts of 
which are thus dealt with in Chancery, to your Majesty's 
Attorney-General in order that he may consider the 
propriety of taking steps to relieve the charity funds from 
any needless expense which may appear to be thus in- 
curred. 











ms... . 0 ) e MES 


z 


FARSERCEESE EGE 


eens reErESTEsEsTe 


oe ee SU eS 





held by 





Ounts, 


eS AAS PSPS FR SSs 


1, : 1, 1876, 







' ny alteration in his own, 


Be 
Be 






THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


437 











3 


N ates. 


Jna case OF Ex parte Bath, on Monday, March 27, the 
(hief Judge in Bankruptcy made some observations of some 
gmeral importance with regard to the charges of account- 
gots acting as trustees of bankrupts’ estates. In accord- 
ce with a very common practice, an accountant bad beea 
inted trustee of an estate, and a committee of inspec- 
had been appointed, consisting of three persons, algo ac- 
quntants. The trustee made out an account of his charges, 
amounted to a very large sum compared with the 
sets realized. The committee of inspection sanctioned the 
peyinent of the sum. The registrar, however, to whom the 
count was referred for taxation, thought the charges ex- 
gssive, and reduced them considerably. They were made 
out on the principle of charging a fixed sum per hour for 
the time occupied by the trustee and his clerks in the 
matter, according to an ordinary scale of charges by pro- 
fessional accountants. On appeal from the registrar’s deci- 
gion it was urged that the committee of inspection were the 
dest judges of what was the proper amount to be paid. 
The Chief Judge, however, said that the registrar, as the 
taxing officer ot the court, was recognized by the law as a 
etter judge of the matter than the committee of inspec- 
tion. His lordship added that when an accountant volun- 
tarily undertook to act as the trustee of a bankrupt’s estate 
he was not entitled, as a matter of course, to charge for 
his remuneration as if he had been retained professionally 
asan accountant in the ordinary way. ‘The question was 
in each case what was the proper sum to be allowed by way of 
gemuneration for his services as trustee, and as to this the 
pegistrar must exercise his discretion according tou the cir- 
eumstances of each case, and the court would be very loath 
to interfere with his discretion. 





In ANOTHER CASE OF Ex parte Shepherd the creditors of a 
debtor who had filed a liquidation petition resolved to ac- 
cept a composition, and appointed a trustee, to whom the 
whole property of the debtor was assigned by a bill of sale 
assecurity for the payment of the composition by the in- 
stalments agreed upon, and of the costs of the pro- 
ceedings. In default of payment power was given to the 
trustee to take possession of the property and to sell 
it. The money arising from the sale was to be em- 
ployed in paying, first, the expenses of the sale and 
the costs of the proceedings under the petition, and 
then in payment of the composition. Default was 
made, and the trustee took possession and sold. The 
solicitor who had acted for the debtor in the proceedings 
called upon the trastee to pay his bill of costs. The trustee 
offered to pay what should be found due on taxation. The 
solicitor did not take in the bill for taxation, but com- 
menced an action against the debtor for the amount. In the 
ounty court an order was made restraining further pro- 
ceedings in the action. The Chief Judge held that there 
Was jurisdiction to restrain the proceedings (though the ac- 
tion was brought in respect of a sum which was not a debt 
Provable under the petition), and to order the taxatien of 
the costs, And, upon the deposit by the trustee of a sub- 
‘stantial sum in court, and an undertaking by him to pay 
whatever more might be found due on taxation, taxation of 
the bill was ordered, and the injunction was continued. @ 





ON THE HEARING OF A PETITION for the appointment of 
new trustees under the Trustee Act yesterday (Friday) Vice- 
Chancellor Hall stated that in all cases of appointment of 
Rew trustees it was usual to have two affidavits of fitness. 





At THE RISING of the Rolls Court yesterday Mr. Rox- 
burgh, on behalf of the bar, called the attention of the 
Master of the Rolls to the desirability of making Friday, 
instead of Thursday, the motion-day. He said that the 
break in continuity of the days for hearing causes was a 
‘distinct inconvenience, and likely to be more felt as a 
‘large proportion of causes were tried with witnesses. His 
lordship said that be would take the suggested change 
‘into consideration ; but if the motion-day were changed 
till Friday ho could not attend chambers on that day ; and 
for the sake of the eonvenience of solicitors he must have 
‘Tegard to the arrangements of the chamber business of 
the other judges of the Chancery Division before making 


Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr. Jauts Caitry Hannen, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Seoretary to the President of the Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Division of the High Court of Justice. 
Mr. Hannen is the eldest son of the right hon, Sir James 
Hanven, President of the Division. He isa graduate of 
Trinity College, Oxford, and was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1876. 

Mr. J. C. James, of the City of York, has been elected 
Solicitor and Secretary to the Northallerton District 
Licensed Victuallers’ Association. 

Sir Joun Burcess Karsvakk, Q.C., has been sworn in as 
a member of the Privy Council. Sir J. Karslake is the 
‘second son of Mr. Henry Karslake, solicitor, of Regent-street, 
by the daughter of Mr. Richard Preston, Q.C. He was born 
in 1821, was educated at Harrow, and was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1846. He joined the 
Western Circuit and the Devonshire Sessions, and in 1861 
he obtained a silk gown. In December, 1866, though he 
had never been in Parliament, he succeeded Sir William 
Bovill as Solicitor-General, and received the honour of 
knighthood. He soon afterwards obtained a seat for 
Andover, and in July, 1867, he succeeded Sir John Rolt as 
Attorney-General. _In November, 1868, he ig aapiaeren | 
contested Exeter, and in the following month he retir 
from office with his party. In the Autumn of 1873 he was 
elected M.P. for Huntingdon, and on the formation of the 
present Government he was re-appoioted Attorney-General. 
Owing to the state of his health he was compelled within 
two months to resign his office; and in the tollowing sum- 
mer he retired from practice, and resigned his seat for 
Hantingdon. Sir J. Karslake is a Bencher of the Middle 
Temple, having served the office of Treasurer, and he was 
a member of the Judicature Commission, and of the recent 
Commission on Vivisection. 

Mr. Extis Roserts, solicitor, of Llanfyilin, has been 
appointed Registrar of the Llanfyllin County Court 
(Cirenit No. 28), in the place of the late Mr. Oliver 
Vaughan Pogh. Mr. Roberts was admitted a solicitor in 
1872, and antil his appointment to this office practised at 
Festiniog. 

Mr. Wii11aM Torre Tresipper, of St. Ives, Cornwall) 
solicitor and notary, has been unanimously elected Clerk 
to the newly-constituted School Board at that place. Mr. 
Tresidder, who was admitted a solicitor in 1844, is also 
clerk to the St. Ives Borough magistrates and to the 
Harbour Commissioners. 

Mr. WitxiaM Epwarp TALLents, solicitor (of the firm 
of Tallents & Co.), of Newark, has been appointed by the 
High Sheriff of Lincolashire (Sir John Henry Thorold, 
Bart.) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the present 
year. Mr. Tallents was admitted a solicitor in 1864. 








A few days ago in the House of Commons Mr. Cross 
stated, in answer to Mr. Tremayne, that, in accordance 
with what fell from him during the recent debate on Unre- 
formed Corporations, it was the intention of the Govern- 
ment to advise her Majesty to appoint # Royal Commission, 
composed of persons of great experience, to inquire into 
the criminal jurisdiction and the revenues of those cor- 


porations. 

With reference to the Sign Manual, as to which a warm 
dispute recently arose in the Commons between Sir W. Har- 
courtand Sir G. Bowyer, Mr. Disraeli said, on the third 
reading of the Royal ‘Titles’ Bill, “As to the Sign Manual, 
I have had the opportunity of conferring with those who 
are extremely learned on the point, and 1 imagine that this 
also is one of those shadowy difficulties which will disappear. 
The truth is the Sign Mavual of the Sovereign is simply 
‘Victoria.’ Custom has added the word ‘Rex, or 
‘ Regina,’ indicated by the letter ‘R,’ and it may be con- 
venient that in India the Queen’s Sign Manual may be 
‘Victoria Regina et Imperatrix,’ or it may not be. But 
the Sign Manual will remain as it is. I have consulted the 
most learned men who ever wrote on the subject, and there 
can be very little doubt that the Sign Manual of the Queen 
will be ‘ Victoria Regina’ in England and ‘et Imperatrix’ 
in India,” 
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General CurrespanvVence. 


Parp CANVASSERS AT ELECTIONS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 


Sir,—The report of the Norwich Election Commission is 
my excuse for troubling you at this time with some obser- 
vations upon electioneering ; and I am the more disposed 
to write to you as I consider that the report has touched 
upon what is now one of the great difficulties to be con- 
tended with in the conduct of an election in a populous 
district, and I fear that the evil will increase in future years 
unless some step is taken by Parliament to make illegal 
the employment of paid canvassers either before or 5 

aw 


the day of election, and to render the election void if the 
is transgressed. 

I am not ignorant of the difficulties to be met with in 
passing such an Act, nor am I wholly ignorant of the work- 
ing of the present system, having conducted two parliamen- 
tary elections in a town where the number of voters at the 
last general election but one was nearly 16,000, and at the 
last general election nearly 19,000; in addition to which I 


have been mixed up in the School-Board elections in the 
same town. 


At the last general election but one I did not employ a 
single paid canvasser ; yet between cighty-three and eighty- 
four per cent. of the constituency polled. 

At the last general election I found that things had not 
improved in the interval. Frequent applications were made 
to me for permission to employ paid canvassers in the 
various wards. I had to give way, butI warned the ward 
committees that they must not employ voters, as, if they did 
0, the votes would be valueless upon a scrutiny. But [ 
had no opportunity, in the pressure of the election, to satisfy 

myself that my instructions were attended to, and I do not 
believe that they were. 


My former experience showed that an election can be 

conducted without the use of paid canvassers. But it is said, 
“You can get plenty of men to canvass gratuitously in the 
evenings after their day’s work is done, but you cannot 
get them to forego a day's wages during the contest itself— 
upon the polling day.’’ My answer is this :— Ifa man has so 
dittle interest in the result of the election as to require to be 
dragged to the poll by a canvasser. it is better that he 
should remain at home. The loss will be abont the same to 
both sider, and though fewer votes will be polled they 
will more accurately represent the feeling of the con- 
stituency. By all means let the voluntary canvassers have 
an opportunity of explaining to their friends and neigh- 
bours the merits of the questions at issue in the election ; 
if their arguments are sufficiently convincing the voter will 
go to the poll without the assistance of a paid canvasser. If 
he does not do so he either has good reasons which will 
not be argued away on the polling day, or he is unworthy 
of the franchise which has been bestowed upon him.” 

The best canvassers are undoubtedly those of higher rank 
jn the social scale than the voters called upon, but in a 
large constituency it is impossible to canvass the poorer 
districts (which alone are fit subjects of a house-to-house 
canvass) with persons forming the middle claes, because 
the more crowded districts contain a population out of all 

roportion to the available canvassers of the rank to which 

refer. The result is that you are thrown back upon can- 
‘vassers who cannot afford to sacrifice a day’s wages ; but, ac- 
cording to my views, the work of canvassing ought to be 
over before the day of election. 


I do not think that anything short of absolute probibi- 
tion, with the penalty of the loss of the seat, will atop the 
employment of paid canvassers. It is now ascertained 
that the employment of hired conveyances does not avoid 
an election. The result is that cabs are now used as ex- 
tensively as if it were not illegal to pay money for the 
conveyance of voters to the poll. The same thing would 
occur if it were made illegal to employ paid canvassers, 
but no provisions were made for vitiating the election of 
the member who broke the law. A political. opponent in 
the borough in which I have gained my experience told me 
that he and his party had tried to conduct one election 
with strict purity, and that, having been defeated, they did 
not intend to be so scrupulous for the future. This of 
course means that they will do everything, whether legal 


——— 





be objected that this is immoral; but in the excitement 
an election a man is not prepared to weigh his 
with that care which he would bestow at other times, 
The penalty of employing paid canvassers, unless dong 
with the fraudulent intention of bribing indirectly, seems 
to be that the vote of the man so employed would be strnok 
off upon ascrutiny. This penalty is merely nominal; , 
scrutiny is so uncommon that thé penalty is hardly ever 
exacted. The only way I see to save the pockets of the 
candidates and the self-respect of the electors is to pro. 
hibit paid canvassing under a severe penalty. 


ELEctog, 





County Court Costs unDER £20. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Your correspondent ‘‘ Solicitor” points to a defect 
in this part of the new system, but I do not see howre. 
gistrars can possibly interpret the words “ instead of ” into 
“in addition to,” notwithstanding the inconsistency of 
having more work to do under the default summonses, and 
actually losing 8d., and possibly another shilling for the 
commissioner’s fee on the affidavit. i 
Referring to the scale of costs now in use, I consider that 
the allowance between £5 and £10 to which your corre 
spondent points must have arisen from error, and % 
may probably get corrected. I form this opinion from the 
first scale between 40s. and £5, in which 3s. is allowed on 
an ordinary summons, for instructions, preparing and signing 
particulars; and for default summons, instead of this item, we 
have for preparing affidavit, éc., 5s., a fair increase looking a 
tbe very small amount of the debt, especially as solicitors are 
allowed from 5s. to 10s. for service by their clerks. ; 

The allowance between £5 and £20 certainly requires 
consideration, and [ would suggest, following the example 
of the smaller cases, that in default cases between £5 and 
£10 for preparing particulars and affidavit, &c., 103. should be 
allowed instead of 6s., and in cases exceeding £10, I think 
the allowance of 6s. 8d. for affidavit, &., should be in addi- 
tion to the 6s, 8d. for preparing particulars, &c. 

As to the item for ‘ attorney, or acting in court,” it would 
seem this cannot apply when the summons is issued, and s0 
cannot be included in the summons. 

The last item for affidavit of service, attending to file 
and entering up judgment by default, has been variously 
terpreted. One registrar divides the fee, allowing 3s. 4d. to be 
included in the summons, but this item only applies at all 
where the solicitor serves, and consequently in country cases 
if the debt is paid on the sixteenth day, the utmoat costs re- 
ceivable for a debt of £20 are 10s., while che court fee is 238. 

If the poundage must be retained so high as £20, 1 
submit that a moderate scale of solicitors’ costs for all work 
done in actions over £10 will alone bring much of this clas 
of business to the courts. G. Maney WetHerFIieLp. 

1 Gresham-buildings, Guildhall, March 28, 


Soxicrrors or THE Supreme Court. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In your paper of last Saturday, you refer to our 
title under the Judicature Act as being pompous and 
likely to be little used by the profession. Whether or not 
the use of the full designation will become general, 1 
cannot say ; my hope and belief is that, by degrees, it will, 
I for one shall certainly make use of it. I see no more 
resson why we should mutilate the title conferred upon 
us by Act of Parliament than that a member of the Royst 
College of Surgeons should subscribe himself “ M.R.” 
instead of ‘‘ M.R.C.S,” Wm. AusTEN PEaRLeEss. 


A Solicitor of the Sapreme Court, 
East Grinstead, March 27. 


[But does the surgeon write after his name “ A Memben 
of the Royal College of Surgeons ?”"—Ep. 8. J.] 

















or not, which does not render the election void. It may « 
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Legal News. 


The Roman Correspondent of the Daily News gives the 
following account of the new Italian Minister of Justice :— 
Pasquale Stanislao Mancini, a Neapolitan, and the best 

der of the Italian criminal bar, is a stout, genial, I had 
almost said ‘jolly-looking’ man of sixty ‘or thereby,’ and 
bas long taken a prominent part among the debaters of the 
Left. re possesses great legal learning, is a good scholar, 
which in Italy means an accomplished Latinist, and as a 
speaker is prompt and gushing as Iseeus himself. He com- 
ised himself in Naples by his powerful defence of the 
parties implicated in the ‘ Unita Italiana,’ and had to 
igrate to Piedmont. In Turin he became Professor of 
Constitutional Law, and deputy in nearly every Parliament. 
As Minister of Grace and Justice he will certainly favour 
the abolition of capital punishment. He was talked of as 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, but his views on international 
arbitration and the cancelling of standing armies were too 
‘advanced ’ for that post—even under Depretis.” 


The Metropolitan Board of Works have received 
an official communication from the Senchers of 
lincoln’s-inn with respect to the widening of Chancery- 
lane. The Metropolitan Board of Works are engaged in 
widening the Holborn end of Chancery-lane, and have al- 
ready demolished a large number of houses adjacent to 
lincoln’s-inn, The benchers now suggest that the block 
of buildings known as ‘‘Old Buildings,” which abut on 
Chancery-lane, should be pulled down and rebuilt ona 
new line of frontage, in order to increase the width of the 
thoroughfare. In the event of the Board acceding to the 
tequest, the buildings will be erected, from plans pre- 
pared by Sir Gilbert Scott, in blocks, the basement being 
utilized as a series of strong rooms, fitted with safes by 
Tann, of Newgate-street, for the reception of deeds, &c. 
The old gateway or gatehouse tower fronting Chancery- 
lane, which was erected in 1518, at the sole expense of Sir 
Thomas Lovell, K.G., member of the Society of Lincoln’s- 
inp, and founder of the Holywell Nunnery, would have to 
be removed. 


Tn calling attention in the House of Commons to the 
report of the select committee on framing Acts of Parliament, 
Mr. Gregory said: There were two principal defects in the 
present system. One was referential legislation ; the other, 
want of consolidation. Strong evidence was given upon the 
first of these points by the Master of the Rolls and Mr. 
Justice Archibald, who referred to the case of the Licensing 
Acts, which had come before Mr. Justice Blackburn, who 
uid they were somewhat contradictory, and spoke of the 
difficulty of coming to anything like a satisfactory conclusion 
respecting them. The Master of the Rolls, said of the 
Church Buildings Acts that they were like a Chinese puzzle. 
The Committee found that this practice of referential 

islation was somewhat increasing, and as an example 
he might refer to the Peace Preservation (Ireland) Act, 

which it would be difficult to find a piece of more 
complicated legislation. Another example was that of the 
Explosive Substances Act, the operation of which depended 
m certain clauses of two other Acts. But if the previous 
Acts were repealed, he apprehended those powers of the 
Explosive Substances Act which depended upon them 
would be gone. For his own part, he could not conceive 
any difficulty which could have prevented all the powers 
ed from being directly embodied in the Explosive 
Substances Aet, and that would have been a far better 
Course than to refer to the clauses of other Acts. With 
Tegerd to the question of consolidation, he had said that 
he hoped the Statute Law might be reduced to some sixteen 
Yelumes ; but that would bring it down only to 1868, 
When it was considered that Parliament was legislating at 
the rate of sume 90 or 100 statutes a year, it would be 
tasy to conceive how extensive our legislation would become, 
do what we would to keep it down. A question arose as to 
how Consolidation Bills were to be treated by Parliament, 
Whether they were to be accepted altogether or to go through 
the ordeal to which other Bills were subjected in either 
House, It could hardly be expected that all the Coneo'ida- 
Bills on important subjecta should be accepted on trust, 

the question was whether they could be passed in any 
manner. He would venture to suggest, with respect 

to certain Consolidation Bills, that some alteration should 





be made in the Standing Orders, it might be of both Houses: 
of Parliament, so as to enable those Bills to be taken up in 
one session at the stage at which they were left in the last. 
In the meantime, experts and others might have opportuni- 
ties of considering them further and of suggesting amendments. 
Another recommendation of the committee was that there 
should always be a breviate or short statement of the con- 
tents of bills. He thought such a statement would be a. 
great convenience, and it might be drawn without difficulty. 
The committee also suggested that there might be some 
better classification of Acts of Parliament, and that statutes 
instead of being numbered by the year of the Queen’s reign, 
should be referred to as passed Anno Domini. The com- 
mittee recommended that time shonld be given for consider- 
ingamendments in Bills passing through the House after being- 
put in the paper. They also recommended that consolidation 
should be proceeded with on a regular system, facilities 
being given for passing Consolidation Bills by taking them 
up at the stage at which they had been left in the previous 
session. These were the princip:l recommendations of the 
committee. They were simple and practical, and he ven- 
tured to submit that they should be earricd into effest as 
spesdily as possible. 





—=s 


Suciteties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the weekly meeting of this society held at the Law 
Institution on Tuesday last (Mr. Eady, L.L.B., in the chair), . 
the question discussed was No. 580—Legal, “Will equity 
enforce a contract for valuable ccnsideration for sale of the 
expectancy of a presumptive heir to his anesstor's estate?” 
Mr. Prichard opened the question on the affirmative side, 
and was followed by Mr. Walker, LL.B., and Mr. Fellowes 
on the negative side. Eight other members addressed the 
society upon the question, and the president having summed 
up put the point to the society and it was decided in 
the affirmative by a majority of six votes. Twenty members 
were present. 





PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND DEVONPORT 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at the Atheneum, 
Plymouth, on Friday, March 24, J. Shelly, Esq., in the 
chair. The moot point for the evening was as follows:—‘‘ Can 
railway companies limit their common law liability as 
absolute insurers of passengers’ luggage under the value of 
£10 by printed notices where such notices are referred to 
on the ticket which the passenger takes ?”’ (1 Will. 4, c. 68,. 
17 & 18 Vict. c. 31). Mr. E. F. Fox spoke for the 
affirmative and Messrs. A. Gard and J. H. Helpman for 
the negative, and, after a short discussion, in which Mr. M.. 
Harrison (sec.) joined, the question was unanimously 
decided’in favour of the negative. 





Obituarp. 


MR. THOMAS JAMES HALL. 


Mr. Thomas James Hall, barrister, many years chief 
magistrate at Bow-street Police court, died on the 20th ult. in 
his can: gE year. Mr. Hall was the son of the late Mr. 


Cossley Hall, of Jamaica, and was born in that island in 
1788. He was educated at Harrow, and at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he took the usual degrees. Mr. Hall was. 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 
1815, and was formerly a member of the Northern Circuit. 


In 1819 he was appointed Judge Advocate and Advocate- 


General of Jamaica, and he was afterwards King's Justice for 
the colony. He declined the successive offers of the 
Attorney-Generalship of Canada and of a judgeship at 
Penang. He was afterwards appointed as the first 
stipendiary magistrate for the borough of Liverpool, and 
in 1839 he was removed to Bow-street Police-court, aad he 
was for many years the chief magistrate for the metropolis, 
and enjoyed the reputation of a a sound lawyer and an 
able and impartial administrator of justice. For nearly two 
centuries it has been customary to confer the honour of 
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‘knighthood on the chief magistrate at Bow-street, but Mr. 
Hall positively refused to accept the distinction, and at a 
‘later period he also declined a baronetcy. In 1864 (at the 
age of seventy-five) he retired on a pension. His eldest son, 
Mr. William James Hall, was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Trinity ‘erm, 1847, and one of his 
daughters was married to the late Sir William Atherton, 
who was Attorney-General frem 1861 till 1863. 








AN AMERICAN LAWYER OF THE OLD 
SCH 


WituraM Pingyey was born in 1764, at Annapolis, in the 
‘State of Maryland. His father was an Englishman by 
birth, and maintained his allegiance to his native country 
throughout the struggle of the colonies for independence, 
but young Pinkney did not inherit his father’s Tory prin- 
ciples, but was always a warm patriot. His early opportu- 
nities for education were small, owing to the disturbed 
state of the country and the imperfect syatem of schools at 
that early day. He adopted the study of medicine, but soon 
relinquished it, and in 1783 commenced the study of the law 
in Judge Chase's office. Admitted to the bar, he soon was 
chosen to the State Legislature and some other minor offices, 
until in 1796 he was appointed, by President Washington, 
a commissioner of the United States, under the Jay 
treaty with Great Britain, and in the discharge of the 
duties of that office he resided in London until 1804. 
In 1805 he removed to Baltimore, where he had a great law 
practice, and in this year he was appointed Attorney-General 
of Maryland. In 1806 he was appointed minister extraer- 
dinary to treat with Great Britain concerning the matters of 
difference which ultimately gave rise to the war in 1812, 
and continued abroad until 1811. In the latter year he was 
‘appointed Attorney-General of the United States by President 

adison. In the war of 1812 he commanded a battalion of 
riflemen raised for the defence of Baltimore, and took part in 
the battle of Bladensburg, where he was wounded. The 
necessities of historic truth constrains us to reveal that his 
wound was a broken arm—a sort of ‘‘ wound” much more 
common in that battle, so mortifying to American pride, 
than bullet-holes or sword-thrusts—but the accounts say 
he behaved bravely. Soon after this he was elected to 
‘Congress from Baltimore. In 1816 he was appointed 
minister plenipotentiary to Russia, and special minister to 
Naples, The object of the latter mission was to demand 
indemnification for losses sustained by our merchants by 
seizure and confiscations under Murat’s reign, but in this, 
as in his British diplomacy, he was unsuccessful. It was 
at this time that he tried to induce Judge Story to resign 
his office and take his practice, which he stated to be 
worth 21,000dols. per annum, equivalent to 100,000dols. 
at the present time. These missions kept him abroad two 
years. In 1820 he was in the United States Senate. Here 
he distinguished himself by his advocacy of the Missouri 
compromise. At this period he performed great and 
brilliant labours at the bar of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. He died suddenly, in 1822, at the early 
age of fifty-eight. He had married, at the age of twenty- 
five, a sister of Commodore Rodgers, by whom 
he had a family of ten children. The very 
sparse records of Mr. Pinkney’s life are suf- 
ficient to disclose a mind of the first order of 
legal talent, and a character curiously mixed of great and 
little. During his first residence abroad he associated 
intimately with some of the most distinguished British 
juriste, including Sir William Scott, Lord Stowell, and 
listened to the debates in Parliament and to Erskine's 
great efforts at the bar. It was there that he became pain- 
fally conscious of his own defects, and filled with a deter- 
mination to supply them. Story narrates Pinkney’s own 
account to him of his having attended # party, at which 
were present Pitt, Fox, and other great scholars of the 
time, _where the conversation tarned upon a passage in 
Enripides. “ The debate was carried on for a long time 
with a great deal of spirit—each side quoting many pas- 
sages from Earipides and other Greek authors, ‘ Of course,’ 
eaid Mr. P., ‘I took no part in all this ; and after a while, 
one of the disputants, noticing that I took no part in the 
conversation, turned to me, saying,‘ Why, Mr. Pinkney, 
you don’t share in this talk —come, sir, what is your 





opinion of this passage?’ ‘I wasobliged,’ said Mr. P,, 
*to confess that I was listening to acquire information 
rather than to impart any; but I resolved from that time 
to study the classics, and from that time I did.’” It 
said that he industriously devoted himself, after his 

to the study of liberal letters, and of elocution, and the 
speedy result was that he became the re>s0gnized leader of 
the American bar. 

In estimating Pinkney’s forensic powers we must not 
forget that his fame probably owes much to tradition. We 
have very few remains by which to judge him, and those 
certainly do not warrant us in saying ex pede Herculem, 
There was much more time in his day for the preparation 
and delivery of elaborate efforts than at present, and Pink. 
ney was always elaborate and thoroughly prepared. A great 
lawyer had fewer rivals than now; thus the only names we 
hear mentioned in connection with Pinkney’s are Wi 
Dexter, Otis, Harper, Martin, and Emmett. Again, Pink. 
ney had the advantage of long and public experience abroad, 
and association with the greatest models, so that he came 
home with a prestige derived from his foreign residence 
which went for something in forming his reputation. But it 
is evident, after making due allowance for all these circum. 
stances, that he was a very great lawyer and a very 
orator. We may perhaps be excused from adopting literally 
the estimate of his biographer in the “ National Portrait 
Gallery,” where we read: ‘“* Endowed with something of the 
enlarged philosophy, the exuberant metaphor, and the 
gorgeous rhetoric of Burke—the chaste and pruaed senti- 
ment of Canning—the lofty and impassioned declamation 
of the younger Pitt—the brilliant illustration of Sheridan— 
the ardent enthusiasm of Fox—and the rapid elegance 
of Erskine—the eloquence of Mr. Pinkney was founded 
upon his own model, and abounded probably with more 
advantages than that of any of the orators we have men- 
tioned.” This sounds rather laughable to us, but we mustre- 
member that it was written forty years ago, fur the purpose 
of convincing Americans that their country even then had 
nothing to fear, on the score of great men, from a compari- 
sion with the mother country which they had forsaken. And 
yet, turning from this to the judgment of men like Marshall, 
Story, and Tickaor, we find their commendation only a 
little less unrestrained. Marshall said he was the greatest 
legal reasoner he ever knew. In speaking of his famous 
speech in the case of The Neireid, Ticknor says: “By 
the force of eloquence, logic, and legal learning, by the 
display of naked talent, he made his way over my pre 
judices and good feelings, to my admiration, and, I had 
almost said, to my respect. He left his rival far behind 
him; he left behind him, it seemed to me at the moment, 
all the public speaking I had ever heard. With more 
cogency than Mr. Dexter, he has more vivacity than Mr, 
Otis ; with Mr. Sullivan's extraordinary fluency, he seldom 
or never fails to employ precisely the right phrase ; and 
with an arrangement as logical and luminous as Ju 
Jackson’s, he unites an overflowing imagination. It is, 
however, in vain to compare him with anybody or everybody 
whom we have been in the habit of hearing, for he isu 
and I suspect above, them all.”’ Story says:** His languageis 
most elegant, correct, select, and impressive ; his delivery 
flaent and continuous; his precision the most exact ai 
forcible that you can imagine. He seizes his subject with 
the comprehension and vigour of a giant, and he breaks 
forth with a lustre and a strength that keep the attention 
for ever on the stretch. I confess that he appears to mes 
man of consummate talents.” Again: ‘* Such is his strong 
and cogent logic, his elegant and perspicuous lang uage, 
his flowing graces and rhetorical touches, that he enchants, 
interests,and almostirresiatibly leads away the unders 
ing.” “Every time] hear the latter, horises hignerand higher 
in my estimation. His clear and forcible manner of put- 
ting the case before the court, his powerfal and comma’ 
ing eloquence, occasionally illuminated with pe 
lights, bat always logical and appropriate, and, above 





his accurate and discriminating law knowledge which he 
pours out with wonderful precision—give him, in m | 
opinion, & great superiority over every other man whom 


have ever known. I have seen in a single man each 
of these qualities separate, bat never before com 

in #0 extraordinary a degree.” Story, in a letter 
his wife, gives the following interesting 
between Dexter and Pinkney:—“I must, howevet 
after all, give the preference to Mr. 





Pinkney’ 
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oratory. He is more vivacious, sparkling, ‘and glowing ; 
more select and exact in his language, more polished in 
his style, and more profound and earnest in his juridical 
learning. Mr. Dexter is calm, collected, and forcible, 
appealing to the judgment. Mr. Pinkney is vehement, 
rapid, and alternately delights the fancy and seizes on 
the understanding. He can be as close in his logic as 
Mr. Dexter when he chooses; but he can step aside at 
will from the path, and strew flowers of rhetoric around 
him. Dexter is more uniform, and contents himself with 
keeping you where you are. Pinkney hurries you along 
with him, and persuades as well as convinces you. You 
hear Dexter beg effort ; he is always distinct and 
picuous, and allows you an opportunity to weigh as 
i proceed. Pinkney is no legs luminous, but he keeps 
the mind cn the streteb, and you must move rapidly or 
you lose the course of his argument.” Of Pinkney’s great 
argument, of three days, in Maryland v. The Bank of the 
United States, involving the right of a State to tax the 
bank, Story writes :—‘“I never in my whole life heard a 
greater speech; it was worth a journey from Salem 
to hear it; his elocution was excessively vehement 
but his eloquence was overwhelming. His language, 
his style, his figures, his arguments, were most bril- 
liant ond sparkling. He spoke like a great states- 
man and patriot, and a sound constitutional lawyer. 
All the cobwebs of sophistry and metaphysics about 
State rights and State sovereignty he brushed away 
with a mighty besom.’’ Such is the estimate of a most com- 
petent critic, one of the judges to whom these prodigious 
arguments were addressed, Marshall, in the opinion in The 
Neireid case, gave Pinkney a sly hit as well as an unprece- 
dented compliment, when he said; ‘‘ With a pencil dipped 
in the most vivid colours, and guided by the hand of a 
master, a splendid portrait has been drawn exhibiting this 
vessel and her freighter as forming a single figure, composed 
of the most discordant materials of peace and war. So ex- 
quisite was the skill of the artist, so dazzling the garb in 
which the figure was painted, that it required the exercise 
of that cold investigating faculty which ought always to be- 
long to those who sit on this bench, to discover its only im- 
perfection—its want of resemblance.” It is good to inqnire in 
what estimation a man was held by his rivals. So we find 
that Wirt gave Pinkney very high praise, although he said 
he knew others who hit harder, and he himself, when well 
prepared, never feared to meet him. Still he thought Pink- 
ney debauched the public taste by a false manner, and 
accused him of caring as little for his colleagues or his ad- 
versaries as if they were men of wood. ‘‘ Give him time,” 
ssid he, ‘‘and he requires not much—and he will deliver 
aspeech which any man might be proud to claim. You 
will have good materials, very well put together, and clothed 
in a costume as magnificent as that of Louis XIV. ; but 
you will have a vast quantity of false fire, besides a 
vehemence of intonation for which you see nothing to 
account in the character of the thought. His arguments, 
when I beard him, were such as would have occurred to any 


‘good mind of the profession. It was his mode of introduc- 


ing, dressing, and incorporating them, which contributed 
their chief value.” After Pinkney's death, he wrote: 
“He was a great man. Ona set occasion, the greatest I 
think at our bar. He was an excellent lawyer, had very 
Great force of mind, great compass, nice discrimination, 
strong and accurate judgment, and for copiousness and 
beauty of diction was unrivalled.”—Albany Lavo Journal. 





Cuurts. 


QUEENS BENCH DIVISION. 
(Before Cocknurn, C.J., and Arcuinacp, J.) 
March 27.—Mercier v. Cotton. 
Tn general, interrogatories must not be delivered until the state- 
ment of defence has been delivered. 

Macrae Moir, for the plaintiff, moved by way of appeal 
against an order made by Pollock, 'B., at chambers. In this 
Action for libel the plaintiff delivered, with his statement of 

im, certain interrogatories to be answered by the defend. 
ant. The defendant's solicitor be) pee before Pollock, B., 


merits, ordered the interrogatories to be struck out. The 
learned judge on hearing from the solicitor’s clerk that the 
interrogatories had been delivered before the statement 
of defence had been delivered, did not read the in- 
terrogatories at all. He did not go into the merits 
in any way, but simply made this order: “ Upon heari 
the solicitors or agents on both sides, I do order that the 
plaintiff's interrogatories delivered herein be struck 
out. Costs to be defendant’s in any event.” The learned 
counsel proceeded to say the interrogatories were delivered 
in accordance with Order 31. His contention was 
that his client was entitled to deliver interrogatories as a 
matter of right; and he based that contention on Order 
31, rule 1, which states that “either party may at any 
time deliver interrogatories, Any party called upon to 
answer interrogatories may apply at chambers to strike out 
auy interrogatory or interrogatories on the gronnd that it 
is scandalous, or irrelevant, or not put bond fide for the 
purposes of the action, or that the matter to be inquired 
after is not sufficiently material at that stage of the 
action.” It was not alleged that the interrogatories were 
“scandalous, or irrelevant, or not put bona fide,” &e. 

ArcHiBaLp, J.—“ Or on any other ground ;”’ the order 
is very general. 

Moir was aware there was great latitude in the order, 
but the learned judge's order was simply silent as to the 
ground on which it was based. 

ArcuisaLp, J.—I think I may say, having been a good 
deal in chambers, that the practice under these rules is 
this: The parties may deliver interrogatories as a matter 
of course, without the order of the judge, provided they 
are relevant and some question is raised to which they 
point But it was found very soon after this Act that inter- 
rogatories were always delivered—a long list of inter- 
rogatories —before any statement of claim or any statement 
of defence, when it was altogether uncertain whether they 
were relevant or not; and the practice settled by the 
judges, and invariably adhered to, was, unless special 
reasons were given for delivering them with the statement 
of claim, not to allow them at that stage. 

Moir said the practice was first introduced by Mr. 
Justice Lindley in Strong v. Tappin [20 Soticirors’ 
JouRNAL, 240] where tke learned judge said : “ This is the 
bad practice that used to prevail in equity, of filing inter- 
ogatories without knowing or caring what the answer 
will be. The plaintiff should have waited until the 
stat t of def had been delivered,” 

ARCHIBALD, J., thought that was not the earliest case. 
There was a case before his Brother Lush, who sat at 
chambers shortly after the Act came into force, and his 
practice was the same. [See ante, p. 81, col. 2.] 

Moir said Mr. Justice Archibald himself gave a simi. 
lar decision, and he then made the costs of the defend- 
ant costs in the cause. He submitted that the plaintiff 
in this case was entitled, as a matter of right, to deliver 
these interrogatories; and, after quoting rule 2, he sug 
gested that if the decisions of learned judges in chambers, 
to which he had referred, were to be taken as binding, the 
wording of the order under which he proceeded should be 
altered from ‘‘ the plaintiff may” to “the plaintiff must 
not” deliver interrogatories. 

ARcHIBALD, J.—I don’t see that ; he may deliver them, if 
he can give any special reasons why he should, at the 
time of delivering statement of claim. 

Moir said their lordships would see this was a much 
stronger case than any of those which had come before 
them in chambers. In the decision of Mr. Justice Archi- 
bald, which he had quoted, his lordship referred to the 
interrogatories. Here they were not referred to, but were 
struck out simply because they were delivered before the 
defence. 

AxcutnaLp, J.—Did the party asking for the interroga- 
tories state he had special reasons ? 

Moir read the affidavit of Charles Blake, solicitor's clerk, 
as follows: ‘‘On the 16th of March I attended before Mr, 
Baron Pellock, at chambers, for the plaintiff, on the hear- 
ing of a summons issued on behalf of the above-named de- 
fendant, to show cause why the inte tories on behalf of 
the plaintiff for the examination of the defendant, delivered 
on the 14th of March, should not be struck out, At such 
hearing it was not contended on behalf of the defendant, 








at chambers, and the learned judge, without going into the 








that the said interrogatories, or any of them, were scandal- 
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ous, or irrelevant, or not bond fide put to the question, or 
that the matter was not sufficiently material at the then 
stage of the action, or that the said interrogatories were ob- 
jectionable on avy other ground than being premature. The 
said interrogatories were not read at the said hearing. I 
called the attention of the judge to the fact that they were de- 
livered after the statement of claim, but his lordship re- 
marked that it was against the practice to deliver interroga- 
tories at that stage, that every solicitor was well aware of 
the practice, and he therefore ordered the interrogatories to 
be struck out, the costs to be defendant's in any event.” 

Cocksurx, C.J.—Cannot you go to the Conrt of 
Appeal? This is a matter which should go to the Court 
of Appeal, There is a regular course of practice. As a 
judge at chambers, I cannot help thinking my learned 
brother has gone clean against the Act of Parliament. It 
strikes me forcibly—I won't take upon myself, in the face 
of what several of my colleagues have done, to throw out 
more than a passing opinion ; but I should like very much 
to have this settled by better authority. I quite agree 
with my learned brother that it js a mischievous power, 
but the Act gives the power; and if you want to do away 
with the Act, do away with it by legislation, and not by 
mere judicial enactment. 

ARCHIBALD, J., said the judges exercised their control 
for the purpose of preventing needless cost, and they might 
strike out interrogatories on any ground, including the 
ground that they were premature, unless some cause were 
shown for putting them. 

Covksurn, C.J., remarked that they were not premature 
where the Act allowed you to put them; and the Act al- 
lowed them to be put at that particular stage. 

_ Moir said the subsequent rules provided for cases in which 
interrogatories were wrongly put. 

Cocksurn, C.J.—I cannot think it is a good ground for 
setting them aside when they have been delivered at the 
time the Act says they may be delivered. 

Moir: And of course you cannot say from the nature of 
this action they were not material. 

CockBurN, C.J., observed that whether these interroga- 
tories led to a great deal of vexation and .expense, and 
whether, therefore, the rule ought not to be carried out, was 
another thing. 

A, L. Smith, for the defendant, said his learned friend 
had carefully avoided calling their lordships’ attention to the 
circumstances under which the interrogatories were exhibited 
against the defendant, who was the Lord Mayor. They 
were exhibited before he appeared. It was so sworn in his 
affidavit. The action for libel was this—thi« was the libel 
complained of: ‘* The Right Hon. the Lord Mayor states, in 
reference to a circular bearing the signature of Captain 
Mercier, which hes been privately issued to the various cor- 
Porate and other bodies throughout the kingdom, headed 

National Welcome Home to his Royal Highness the Prince 
of Wales, that the use of his lordship’s name in the con- 
eluding paragraph was entirely without his knowledge or 
consent, and is altogether nnwarranted and indefensible. 
The Lord Mayor thinks it only right to add that he believes 
the citizens of London will, at a proper time, unite to give a 
loyal and appropriate greeting to the Prince upon his return 
from India.” Upon that the Lord Mayor was sued for libel. 

Heir : Not on that alone ; there are two libels. 

A. L. Smith went on to state: The plaintiff publicly 
denied what the Lord Mayor said, asd, then brought 
the action, Before the Lord Mayor appeared to the 
action plaintiff delivered a set of interrogatories. The 
affidavit on that subject which had been read by Mr. 
Moir carefully avoided stating whether Baron Pollock, 
before striking them ont, read the declaration : because 
upon the declaration he (Mr. Smith) could not conceive any 
case in which the interrogatories could be more ivapplic- 
able, and they were not justified by the plaintiff on any 
ground, either as relevant or necessary in any shape or 
way. The affidavit said the interrogatories were not read. 
What was done was this: Baron Pollock said, “ Any 
ground ?” and no ground was stated. His friend was not 


right in stating that Baron Pollock simply asked the 
question whether the statement of defence had been 
delivered, without hearing anything of the case. 

Moir: I must correct my friend here. 


Cocxnurn, C.J.: I think we really need not trouble 


either of you further. It so happens that I take a different 
view, with great hesitation, and with all respect to the 


strong authority of several learned judges who have estab- 
lished this practice. {t is impossible, therefore, to decides 
this case. My learned brother (Archibald, J.) adheres to 
his view. We can do nothing here, and if you want a deci- 
sion you must appeal. We decide against the plaintiff for 
the purpose of allowing him to appeal.—Hour. 








Leqislation of the Meek. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
March 23.—Councm or Inp1A (ProresstonaL Appoint- 
MENTS). 
The report of the amendments in this Bill was roceived. 


TELEGRAPHS ‘(Mowex). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


March 24.—Counry Paxatinez or Lancaster (CLERK or 
THE Pzacg). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Mancuester Post-Orrice. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Councit or Inpra (ProressionaL APPOINTMENTS). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Roya TitTLeEs, 
This Bill was read a fir-t time. 


ConsoLIDATED Funp. 
This Bill was read a first time. 


March 27.—County Patatixe or Lancaster (CLERK oF 
THE Peace). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


MancueEstER Post-Orrice. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


March 28.—Sea Insurances (Stampina or Porrcres). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Parents ror INVENTIONS. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


County Patatine or Lancaster (CLERK or THE 
Peace). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Mancuester Post-Orrice. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
March 23.—Roya Tires. 
This Bill was read a third time, on a division, by 209 to 
34. 


Mercuant SuHiprine. 

The Honse went into committee on this Bill. 

Clauses 1 and 2 were agreed to. 

On clauze $, Mr. Maciver moved the insertion of the 
word “ wilfully’ before the word “sends” in line 12 of 
the clause, the object being to limit the liability for sending 
a ship which might prove unseaworthy to sen to those who 
did so “ wilfally.”"—The amendment was ultimately with- 
drawn.—Mr. W. WILLIAMs move: to report progress, aud, 
alter a brief conversation, the motion was egreed to. 


ConsoLipaTep Funp. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


House Occvriers’ Disquatirication Removat. 

Sir H. D. Wotrr moved the second reading of this Bil, 
and explained that its object was simply to prevent persous 
who lott their house for a little time and let it during theit 
absence from being disfranchised for 
of such temporary non-oceupation.— 
journed. 


the year on accoun 
-The debate was ad- 


. Beer Licences. 
Mr, Mg.pon introduced « Bill to amend the law in respec? 
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os licences for the sale of beer, ale, and porter in 


"March 24.—Consonrparep Fonp. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Poor Law AMENDMENT. 

Mr. Sciater-Bootu, in moving the second reading of 
this Bill, said that its chief provisions empowered the Local 
Government Board to deal with divided portions of parishes. 
Throughout Zngland and Wales there were 1,300 cases of 
these divided parishes, most of them being in two portions, 
but some consisting of three, four, or even five portions 
isolated from the main body. Every facility was given for 
objection to the proposed re-arrangement of parishes. 
Nothing could be done without inquiry, and if a certain pro- 
portion of the ratepayers objected, further proceedings must 
be by provisional order. Another part of the Bill would 
authorize the Local Government Board, under certain cir- 
cumstances, to dissolve unions. This power was guarded, 
as in the last case, by the necessity of proceeding by 
inquiry, and after notice to all parties, though there would 
be no procedure by provisional order. If the Board was of 
opinion that the area of management could be rectified or 
simplified with a view to the better relief of the poor, then 
the union might be dissolved. Another object of pressing 
importance was the consolidation of unions by agreement 
with each other, thus leading to a considerable economy. In 
the eastern counties there were eeveral cases in which it 
‘would be convenient that one workhouse should be retained 
for the use of two unions. By means of the Bill this object 
would be effected. There were some other miscellaneous 
provisions which, though interesting, were hardly suitable 
for discussion except in committee. As to the law of settle- 
ment, it was proposed that the Irish immigrant should 
have a status of irremovability after a three years’ residence 
‘in an English parish. There were some important pro- 
visions with regard to the law relating to the relief of the 
poor of the metropolis, one of which dealt with the exemp- 
tions hitherto enjeved by certain extra-parochial places in 
London, under which they did not contribute to the relief 
of the poor.—The Bill was read a second time. 


Mutiny. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Marive Motiyy. 
This Bil] was read a second tice. 


March 27.—Rererzes on Private Bitts. 

Mr. Mowsray moved ‘‘ That it be an instruction to 
committees on private Bills that referees appointed to such 
committees may take part in all the proceedings thereof, 
but without the power of voting.”—The motion was 


Mercuant Surrrine. 

The House sgain went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 3 (sending unseaworthy ships to sea), Mr. 
Pirsott moved that the word “ British” be inserted before 
“ship” in line 18.—The amendment was agreed to.—Mr. 
Pursout then moved the insertion after the word ‘* sea” 
of the words “from any port in the United Kingdom, con- 
trary to the following provisions of this section.’’—The 
amendment was negatived, on a division, by 247 to 110. 


Mutiny. 
This Bill passed through committee up to clause 91. 


March 28.—Boroven Francuise (Irenanp). 


Mr. MeLpon moved ‘‘ That the restricted nature of th® 
dorough franchise of Ireland, as compared with that ex- 
isting in England and Scotland, is a subject deserving the 
dest attention of Parliament, with a view of establishing 
afair and just equality of the franchise in the three 
— a division the motion was rejected by 179 

166. 

March 29.—Laxp Tenure (Irenanp), 

Mr. Burt, in moving the second reading of this Bill, ex- 
plained that the tenant would be able to claim the protec. 
tion of the Act whenever he desired to do so, by serving a 
notice which would operate to stay all proceedings in 
*jectment, and to obtain from the chairman of the coanty 
8 certificate or denlaration of tenancy. When the tenant 


thus asked for what was virtually a perpetuity, the Bill 
would make him pay the utmost rent which the land was 
worth. It would be in the power either of the land- 
lord or the tenant to vary the rent in future, in accordance 
with any change from time to time in the average prices 
of produce, or in the case of a railway running near the 
land and thus enhancing its value. Under the Bill the 
landlord and tenant would each appoint a valuer, and these 
two valuers would have the power of appointing an umpire. 
In case the landlord did not appear, the rent would 
be assessed by a jury, consisting of five common and three 
special jurymen, and there would be the same provision in 
case, from any cause, the arbitration broke down. The 
tenant would still be liable to eviction for persistent and 
malicious waste, or if he did not pay the rent; but the 
landlord’s power of arbitrarily evicting and increasing 
rent would cease. The Bill contained two other parts, 
one for the better protection of the Ulster Tenant Kight, 
and the other providing for some amendments in the Land 
Act.—The debate was adjourned. 








Court Papers. 


NOTICE AS TO THE OFFICIAL REFEREES 
APPOINTED UNDER THE JUDICATURE ACT, 
1873, 8. 83. 


All orders of reference to an official referee in rotation 
must be taken to the acting senior clerk in the Chancery 
Registrars’ office, in order that the name of the particular 
referee in rotation may be ascertained and ‘specified. As 
every reference is to be recorded at the Registrars’ office, 
any orders of reference already made to any particular 
referee by name must be produced there, before they are 
acted upon, in order that they may be inserted in the 
index or record. R. H Leaca, Registrar. 

Chancery Registrars’ Office, March 30. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
March 31, 1876. 
RAILWAY STOCK. 




















Railways. Paid./Closing Prices 

Stock | Bristol and Exeter | 100 137 
Stock /Caledoni . 100 117 xd 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western .....0.c0..+...seeece, 100 102 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock scesccsscserseeeee| 100 433: 
Stock Great Northern .. 100 132, 
Stock’ Do., A Stock* | 100 | 135 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... lou _ 
Srock Great Western—Original......... ., 100 | 107§ 


Stock| Lancashire and Yorkshire ...... 
Stock London, Brighton, and South C 



























Stock’ London, Chatham, and Dover... . v0 23 
Stock London and North-Western .......s0.sssesseres 100 | 143 
Stock London and South Western.......cccesessseereeee 100 | 1214 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ........0... 100 70 
Stock Metropolitan 100 | 974 
Stock! Do., District 100 46 
Btock Midland 100 132} 
Stock North British , 100 98 xd 
MORI Marth Bap Ge ti. .o.ccecseccceccccvesenvtescesceveoccstes 100 1563 
Stock| North London .......... 100 129 
Stock! North Staffordshire .......c.cccscecerssevesscseeeee 100 68 
PROPOR TBCCM  vcciccecesecsoccececesenccovenccneeceenees 100 69 
Stock South-Eastern .....0....ccccessecccssecseceeseeceecee ce) 100 125 





* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent, Consols, 943 | Annuities, April, "85, 9§ 

Ditto for Account, April 4, 94§ | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do 3 per Cent. Rednoed, 923 Ex Bille, £1000, 24 per Ct. 2pm. 
New 3 per Cent., 92} Ditto, £400, Do, 2 pm. 

Do, 34 perCent., Janu, 's4 Ditto, 2100 & £300, 2 pm, 

Do, 2¢ per Cont., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stoox. — per 
Do. § per Cent., Jan. "78 | Ct. (last half-year), 252 
Annuities, Jan, "80 — Ditte for Account, 
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INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80, 106} } Ditto,54 per Cnt., May,’79, °87 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct.’88, xd April, ’64 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto En faced Ppr.,4 per Cant.83 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jarn.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


Money MARKBT AND City INTELLIGENCE. 


The bank rate still remains at 3} per cent, the proportion 
of reserve to liabilities having declined from 463 to 454 per 
cent. The foreign market has been ina state of panic all 
the week, nearly every stock showing a fall, but especially 
Argentine and Egyptian. The railway market has been 
steadier and had it not been for tbe panic in the foreign 
market would have shown an improvement, as it is, there 
is hardly any change since last week. 

Consols closed at 94} to 943 for money and account, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

BowmMan—March 30, at 26, Kensington-garden-terrace, Hyde- 
park, the wife of} Wm. Paget Bowman, barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. 

GreEeNwoop—March 22, at 42, Walton-street, Hans-place, the 
wife of C. W. Greenwood, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Lz1cHTon—March 17, at Torr hall, Renfrewshire, the wife of 

the late H. P. Leighton, barrister, Lahore, of a daughter. 

Marrin—March 24, at 4, Queen’s-gardens, rlyde-park, W., the 
wife of Edward Martin, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

Per~tE—OrRGILL—March 30, at St. Stephen’s, Haverstock-hill, 
Clarence John Peile, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, 
son of the Rev. T. W. Peile, D.D., of 37, St. John’s-wood- 
park, to Lizzie, second daughter of J. J. Orgill, of Spring- 
mead, Roslyn-park, Hampstead. 

SaxELBYE—Bosvustow—March 22, at the parish church, Scul- 
coates, Henry Saxelbye, Solicitor, Hull, to Clara Bosustow, 
niece of William Altoft Summers. 


DEATHS. 
CowDELL—March 27, at Hinckley, Wm. Cowdell, sen, Solicitor, 
aged 91. 
Grtt—Morh 25, at 6, Chandos-street, Cavendish-square, 
Thomas Fellowes Gill, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, 
aged 27. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faipay, March 24, 1876. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Severn Junction Railway Companv.—V.C. Malins has, by an order 
dated March 15, appointed Henry Kimber, Lombard st, to be official 
liquidator. Creditors are hereby required, on or before April 25, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to the above. Monday, May 8, et 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts or claims. 


LimiTEp 1s Cuancery. 

British Guardian Life Assurance Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Marca 24, directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on April 8. Blewitt and Tyler, New Broad st, petitioners in 
person, 

Coal Consumers’ Association, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an order, 
dated March 20, appointed Arthur Cooper, George st, Mansion 
House, to be the official liqniiator. 

Garw Valley Collieries Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
or before April 25, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Threlkeld Edwards, 
Cannon st. Wednesday. May 3, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Hester and Company, Limited. —Petition for winding up, presented 
March 23, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on April 1, 
Andrew, Clement’s lane, Lomburd st, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Northumberland Engine Works Company, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before April 20, to send their names and addressess, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Sparks, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Monday, May 1, at 12, is appointed tor hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Northumberland Graving Docks and Engineering Company, Limited. 
~ Petition for winding np, presented March 22, directed to be heard 
before V.C. Bacon on April 1. Stucken and Jupp, Lime street square, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 


Toxspay, March 28, 1876. 
Limitxp Im Caancert. 

British Provident Life and Guarantee Association, Limited.—V.O. 
Malins has, by an order dated March 17, appointed Kobert Eaton 
James, Moorgate st, to be official liquidator, Creditors are required, 
on or before May J, to send their names and addressas, and the par- 





—$—$——$ 


ticulars of their debts and claims, to the above. Friday, May 12, g¢ 
- is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts ang 
claims. 

Co-operative Bank, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, dateg 
March 17, it was ordered that the above bank be wound up, Blag- 
den, Great Winchester st, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Cornwali Chemical Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre. 
sented March 25, directed to be hearl before V.C. Hall on April 7, 
Surr and Co, Abchurch lane, agents for Elworthy and Co, Plymouth, 
solicitors for the petitioners. . 

Erimus Iron Company, Limited.—The M.R has, by an order dated Jan, 
25, appointed Robert Fletcher, Moorgate st, to be oficial liquidator, 
Creditors are required, on or before April 28, to send their names ang 
addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above, 
Friday, May 12, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims, 

Hales’ Rocket Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on orbeforg 
May 3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Arthur George Pocock, Nicholas Jane, 
Friday, May 19, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

International Union Insurance Company, Limited.—Petition for wing- 
ing up, presented March 16, directed to be heard before V,C. Maling 
on Friday, April 7. Abrahams and Roffey, Old Jewry, solicitors for 
the petitioners, 

Langley Mill Steel and Iron Works Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented March 21, directed to be heard before V.c, 
Hall on April 7. Beddall, Bishopsgate st, solicitor for the petitioners, 

Norman Patent Sewing Machines Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 6, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts and claims, to Robert Hill, Coleman st, 
Monday, May 22, at 12, is appointed for hearing anc adjudicating 
upon the debte and claims, 

Saturn Silver Mining Company of Utah, Limited.—V.C. Malins has 
fixed April 12, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an officia} 
liquidator. 

Southsea Floral Hall and Aquarium Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented March 17, directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on April 1. Edmands, Poultry, solicitor for the company. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fatway, March 24, 1876, 
Burrell, John Elden, Calthorpe, Norfolk, Blacksmith. April 10, 
Burrell v Burrell, V.C. Bacon. Somerville, Lincoin’s inn fieids 
Lloyd, Anne, Kenilworth, Warwick. April 24. Lyne v Macnicol, MR, 
Woodcock, Coventry 
Moore, Elizabeth, Henry st, Cumberland market. April 24, 
Tapp, M.R. Mvatt, Abchurch yard 
Vizard, William, Ewell, Surrey, Gent. May 1. Vizard v Vizard, V.C. 
Malins. Crowder, LincoJn’sinn fields 
Wathen, George, Painswick, Gloucester, Gent, May 1. 
V.C. Hall. Jarrett, Lincoin’s inn fields 


Tvespay, March 28, 1876, 
— Emma, Queen's rd, Bayswater. July 1, Adolphus v Spyer, 





Moorey 


Cooke v Lane, 


Adolphus, Emma, Queen’s rd, Bayswater. April 24. Adolphus 
Spyer, M.R. Landon, South square, Gray’s inn 


Byrom, Martha, West Derby, Lancash:re. May 6. Byrom v Mac- 
donald, V.0. Hall. Cleaver and Holden, Liverpool 

Fernyhough, Richard, Grove rd, Mile end rd, Gent. April 25. 
v Parker, V.C. Malins, Freeman, Gutter lane 

Harvey, Martha, Brighton, Sussex. May 6, Arthur v Davey, V.C. 
Hall, Goodman, Brighton 

Puehe, Anne, Craigyden, Merioneth. May 10. Chandler v Howell, 
V.C. Hall. Bolton and Co, New square, Lincoln's inn 

Richardsor, John, Great Winchester st, Financial Agent. April 25. 
Richardson v Richardson, M.R. Miller, Salter’s Hall coart 

Roye, Edward Jame+, Monrovin, Liberia, Merchant. Jane 30. 
Roye v Roye, V.C. Malins. Flux, East India avenue 

Tavlor, James, sen, Lower Ogden, Lancashire, Yeoman, April 19, 
Taylor v Taylor, V.C. Bacon. Roberts, Rochdale 

Turner, Henry, Eton, Bucks, Postmaster. April 22, Turner v Barrett, 
V.C. Bacon. Barrett, Slough 


Parker 


Greditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 


Tugspay, March 21, 1876. 
Aleock, Mary Ann, Holland rd, Loughborough park, Brisson. May 1. 
cast'e-upon-Tyne 
Armstrong, Charles William, Carlisle, Gent. 
Wright and Brown, Car‘isie 
Armstroag, Margaret, Carlisle. Wright and Brown, Carlisle 
Armstrong, Matthew, Carlisle, Gent, 
and Co, Colchester 
Brown, Mary, Wood green, Hailey, Oxford. June 1. Saunders, Chip- 
Tokenhouse yard 
Minster, Coventry 
Cocke*ham, John, East Budieigh, Devon, Farmer. Mayl. Ford, 
Exeter 
Davis, Henry, Leytonstone, Essex, Gent. 
Princess st, Spitalfields 
Metealfe, Bolton, Lancashire, Gent. Aprill9. Hinae? 
and Co, Bolton 
May 31. 


Wilson and Co, Copthall buildings 
Anderson, Mary, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, May 1. Griffith and Co, New- 
May 1, Wright and 
Brown, Carlisle 
Armstrong, Jane, Carlisle. May 1. 
May 1, 
May !. Wright and Brown, 
Carlisle 
Barnard, Elizabeth Anne, Kirby-le-Soken, Essex. June 24. Howard 
p'ng Norton 
Buck, John Smith, Cityrd, Grocer, Mayi. Duffield and Bruty, 
Campbell, Elizabeth, Coventry. April 22, 
Crawshaw, David, Dewsbury moor, York, Blanket Manufactarer. April 
25, Sykes, Heckmondwike 
May 20, Donne and Co, 
Gent, Heor: 
Herbert, Rev John Arthur, Glan Hafren, Montgomery. 
Crosee, Laucaster place, strand 
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Davies and Co, 


June l, 


June |. 


June 1, 


April 1, 1876. 
—— : 
Hodees, Thomas William, Knighton, Leicester, Esq. Mayl. Steven- 
son, Leicester 
levett, Louisa Dorothy, Milford, Pembroke. May 9, 
Haverfordwest 
Lyne. Richard, Leamington road villas, Paddington, Esq. May 17. 
Tilley and Soames, Finsbury place south 
Mottram, Mo-es, Hyde, Cheshire, Hatter. April 8. Smith, Hyde 
_, uaa Westwood heath, Warwick. April22, Minster, 
wentry 
Pa'mer, John, Westwood heath, Warwick, Labourer. April 22. Min- 
ster, Coventry “ 
Perrin, James, jun, Hyde, Cherhire,Chemist. April8. Smith, Hyde 
Player, William, Bristol, Esq. May 1. Strickland, Bristol 
Reece, William, Huntingdon st, Barnsbury, Major General Retired 
ad H.M.’s Indian Army. May 1. Blandy and Witherington, 
ing 
Reeve, John, Bury, Essex, Farmer. Duffield and Bruty, 
Chelmsford ‘ 
_. Robert, Maldon, Essex, Currier, May 1. Digby and Oo, 
aldon 
Stanley, John, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Hotel Keeper. 
Field, Leamington Priors 
Tass, sia egg sao ay he ve Je. Gardiner, Uxbridge 
ompson, John, Traewell House, ur Keighley, York, Farmer. x 
ac Ag Robinson, Bradford ’ ety: : age 
‘urnbu ohn, Gateshead, Durham, Ship Owner. May 320. I; 
and Daggett, Newoastle-upon-Tyno ¥ xs —— 
_ _ Frtpary, March 24, 1876. 
Anderson, Mary Alison, Warwick rd, Maida hill west. May 8. Herne 
nn bg nell or inn fields 
Ido dward Holmes, Grosvenor place, Hyde park, Esq. 
Loxley and Morley, Cheapside - ‘Gi allan 
gue George, Great ‘Titchfield st, Upholsterer. Mayfl. Porter, 
[psw 
gh hedge baggy “eee Gent. May 1. Holyoake, Droitwich 
, Anna Maria, Royal crescent, Notting bill, May 1. 
ee Bas nghall at . id ™ Copent 
zgs. Joseph, St Albans, Hertford, Bui'der. 
it Albans cain ‘ : nena, 
ishop, Kiizabet ainsford st, Islington, Aprilj25. Hayne, Ci 
— ar Coventry, Fishmonger. June ‘ig Davis, tomene - 
rune, Charles Prideaux. Charles st, Berkeley square 
ocinte and o St Austell! sie SR. Saree 
iingworth, Sarah Ruth, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, M: . 
Tunbridge Wells 7 . . re. Cam, 
sy Poe ao Hazelmount, Lancashire, Gent. May 1. Sharp and Son, 
Ciay, Robert Tozer, Manchester, Tailor, April 21. Lawson and Robin- 
sop, Sunderland 
Clist, John, Bristol, General Shop Keeper. April 15. O’Donoghue and 
Anson, Bristol 
Conrad, Hermann, New Basinghall et, Merchant. April 30. Carr and 
é Sn poneapel st 
le, Thomas, St Austell, Cornwall, Esq. April 22. 
oo . » Esq pril 2 Coode and Co, 
Cooke, William, Thornage, Norfoik, Farmer. April 19. Wilkinson and 
Slann, Holt 
Doxat, Lewis John, St James st, Westminster, Esq. May 5.  Iiliffe 
ana Co, Bedford row, Holborn 
Fladgate, Charles, Queen's square, Westminster, Lieut Col E.10.S. 
June 1!. Cox, St Swithin’s lane 
Foster, Ebenezer, St James piace, Westminster, Esq, May 35. Fosters 
and Lawrence, Cambridge 
Fuller, Sarah Ann, Harwich, Essex. May 8. Barnes, Church st, Har- 


ore, Catherine, Bristol May 1. Wynneand Son, Lincoln's inn 


8 
yg Holly Bank, Chester. April22, Parry and Gamon, 
May 1, 
James, key Wiiliam, Clifton, Bristol, May 1, Wansey, Bristol 


Gmttin, Herry, Paradite place, Hackney, Dairyman. i 
Essex st, Strand a rs r — 
Lee, Charles, Coventry. Warwickshire, Dissenting Miutiser. May 16. 

Haycock and Bridgman College hill ; . ed 
tgary, Henry Josbua, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Major-Gen 
H.M.’s Royal Engineers, May 18. Baker and Co, Weston-super- 


are 

Marsbal!, John Barrow, Daybrook, Nottingham, Cattle Dealer. May 
L Huntand Williams, Nottingham 

Milner, John Richard, Hargrave, Cheshire, Farmer. May 1. Tibbits 
and Sons, Chester 

Morris, John, Knottingley, York, Master Mariner. April28. Foster, 
Portefract 

l#on, Jane Frances, Hove, Sussex. May 10. 

church lane 

Oxenham, John, Plymouth, Devon, Yeoman. 

Plymouth 


Parry, Charles John Robert, Chester, Registrar of Chester Diocese. 


Surr and Co, Ab- 


Jane i0. Harrison, 


Lynch and 


June 3, 


April 22. Parry and Gamoa, Chester 
Peas, - Wiliam, Derwen Fawr, Monmouth. May !. Gibbs, 
por’ 
Potter, William, Stanton, Suffolk, Farmer. April 30, Golding, Wal- 
am-le-Willows, Ixworth 
Rankin, Mungo Murdoch, Liverpool, Draper. March 30, 
Teebay, Liver: 
Richardson, Thomas, Paternoster row, Bookseller. Taylor 
0, 
nen, Jane, Windermere, Westmorland. May 12, Dobson, Bow- 
May12. Standring, 
April 30, 


Shaw, James, Rochdale, Lancashire, Innkeeper. 


Silvester, Abraham Sims, Stock Exchange, Stockbroker. 
Tippetts and Co, Carter lane, Doctors’ conmons 
¢, Adolphus Frederick, East Mouleey, Surrey, Esq. May 1. Lucas 
and Sons, Surrey st 
Mayl. Sladen, 


Turner, John, Northampton, Doctor of Medicine. 
King’s Arms yard 
Ward, John, Richmond, York, Yeoman, April25. Croft, Richmond 





Wardel!, James Goddard, Liverpool, Master Mariner, May 8. Horne 
and Hunter, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Watson, Charles, Leeds, York, Currier, 
Leeds 

Whittaker, William, Church Coppenhall, Cheshire, Steel Furnaceman. 
April 14. Remer, Sandbach 

Wilcock, James, Warton, Lancashire, Farmer. May 1. 
Soo, Lancashire 

Williams, Catherine, Liverpool, Musical Instrument Dealer. 
Snowball and Co, Liverpool 

Williams, Robart Griffith, Middle Temple, Queen’s Counsel. 
Neal and Philpet, Lime st 


Tuespay, March 28, 1876, 

Ayres, John, Farnham Royal, Bucks, Gent. May 1. 
lett, Eton 

7 Frederick, Hookwood common, Surrey. May 1. 

1 

Brennan, John, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Pensioner, 
Parry, Pembroke Dock 

Bridge, George, Sevenoaks, Kent, Gent. 

Clow, Joseph, Avenue rd, North gate, Regent’s park. 
ton and Co, Budge row, Cannon st 

Curtis, William, Corfe Castle, Dorset, Coal Merchant. May 23, Marsh- 
field and Hutchings, Wareham 

Davenport, Caroline, Newbold, Derby. May16, Brown, Sheffield 

Dennis, Ann, Suffolk Lodge, Clapham park. June 1. Pitman and Lane,. 
Nicholas lane 

Fritchley, Richard, jun, Doncaster, York, Gent. May 23, Fisher, Don-- 
caster 

Gardener, George, Bath, Gent. April 25. 

Gardiner, Elien;Clare, Leamington Priors. 
Priors 

Godwin, James, Dauntsey, Wilts, Farmer, 
Tombs, Swindon 

Hayman, George, Bye, Somerset, Esq, 


Jans 24. North and Sons, 


Sharp and 
May |. 


Jane 1. 


Barrett and Gil- 
Grece, Red- 
April 15. 


May 10. Carnell, Sevenoaks 
May 15. Lay- 


Collins, Bath 
May 1. Field, Leamington 
April 29. Kinneir and 

April 21. Rowcliffe, Stogam- 
ber 

Hill, George Phileox, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. May 22. Hill and Co, 
Brighton 

Holdsworth, Charles, Idle, York, Gent. May 1. Hamble, Bradford 

Keble, Rev Thomas, Bisley Vicarave, Gloucester. Mayl. Lseand 
Houseman, Princes st, Westminster 

Kent, Thomas, Aldbourne, Wilts, Farmer. April 29. 
Swindon 

Lund, William, Castle st, Holborn, Solicitor. May 5. Meynsll, Castle 
st, Holborn j 

Madden, John William, Chichester, Esq. April30, Bostock and Raw- 
lison, Horsham 

Matlock, Henrietta, Axminster, Devon. May 1, 
South Cave, Brough, East Yorkshire 

Newton. John Simpson, Moseley, Worcester,Gent. April 29. Arnold 
and Son, Birmingham 

Percy, Hon Sophia Elizabeth, Odiham, Hants. April 29. 
Lincoin’sinn fields 

Rayner, Lloyd, Liverpool, General Broker. May 1. Rogerson, Liver- 


April 24. 


Townsend, 


Burland and Son, 


Rooper,. 


Cramp 


May 1. 


ool 

sdemmie, James Murch, Lombard court, Merchant. 
and Son, Phi!pot lane 

Tuckfield, William, Kennington grove, Timber Merchant. 
Hogan and Hughes, Martin’s lanes 

Walsham, Jamex, Worlaby, Lincoln, Farmer. July 7. Goy and Cross, 
Barton-on-lHumber ; 

Wippell, Richard, St Paul’s churchyard, Accountant, April 29. Farmer 
and Robins, Pancras lane 

Young, George, Liverpool, Wine Merchant, May 1. 
Dismore, Liverpool 


Thorneley aud 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, March 24, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Oreditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Hofmann, Joseph Anthony, Gresham st, Merchant. Pet March 2i. 
Hazlitt. April 10at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Benjamin, Frederick Phillip, and Hago Warner, Birmingham, J eweller’s 
Factors. Pet March 16. Cole. Birmingham, April 4 at 11 
Grose, Adolph, West Hartlepool, Durham, Perfumer. Pet March 18. 
Ellis, Sunderland, April 4 at 12 
Hird, William, and Simon Hird, Sleegill, York, Timber Merchants. 
Pet March 15, Jefferson. Northallerton, April6 at 1! 
Hodkinson, Henry, George Henry Lester, and Henry Poynton, Coven- 
try, Metal Workers. Pet March 2l. Kirby. Coventry, April5 at 3 
Ormston, Mark, Darlington, Corn Merchant. Pet March 16. Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, April 4 at 2,30 : 
Phillips, John, Liverpoo), Hatter. Pet March 21. Watson. Liver- 
pool, April 5 at 2 
Toespar, March 28, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
D’Avigdor, Bolieslas Hevry, Harley st, Esq. Pet March 23. Pepys. 
April 12 atil 
Kaspar, Michel, Leadenhall st, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet March 23. Pepys. 
April 12 at 1 
Moakes, Joseph, Water lane, Great Tower st, Shipowner. Pet March 
20. Brougham. April il atl 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Donegan, Martin Francia, Liverpool, Pig Dealer. Pet March 23. Wat- 
son. Liverpool, April 10 at 2 
Hamilton, William Branker, Bradford, York, Grease Manufacturer. 
Pet March 24, Robinson. Bradford, April 11 at 9 
Manttan, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Japanuer. Pat March 24. 
Sanders, Southampton, April 10 at 12 
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‘Story, James, Crowle Moor, York, Turf Merchant. Pet March 23- 
Rodgers. Sheffield, April 11 at 10.30 
Treleaven, Edward, Truro, Cornwall, Solicitor’s Clerk, Pet March 22. 


Chilcott. Truro, April 8 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNOLLED, 
Farpay, March 24, 1876. 
Bunker, William, Langley Moor, Durham, Watch Maker. Murch 13 
Johnson, Frederick, St George’s st east, Outfitter, March 16 
sRosewe!l, Kdward, Halliford, Middlesex, Fisherman, March 10 
Smith, James, Darlington, Durham, General Dealer. March 14 


Tvespay, March 28, 1876. 
Barton, Archibald Gunning, King’s rd, Chelsea, Builder, March 23 
Fall, Joseph, Wool, Dorset, Surgeon. March 20 
‘Phillips, Jesse, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Clothier, March 24 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Friar, March 24, 1876, 


Amer, Sarah, Doynto., Gloucester, Farmer, april 4 at 12 at offices of 
Trigys, Broad st, Bristol. Meade-King and Bigg, Bristol 
Arnold, John, jun, Wrexham, Provision Dealer. April 7 at 11 at the 
Lion Hotel, Hope st, Wrexham. Devereux-Pugh, Wrexham 
Askwith, William, Middlesborough, York, Lodging House Keeper. 
Apri) 1 at 11 at offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Bannister, Francis William, Princess rd, Notting hill, Draper. 
6 at 2 at offices of Layton and Co, Budge row, Cannon st 
Barnaby, Henry, Claremont st, North Woolwich, Essex, Cowkeeper. 
April 7 at 2 at offices of Whale, Cheapside 
Bassford, Daniel, Whitwick, Leicester, Genera! Dealer, Aopril 1 at 12 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Market st, Ashvy-ds-la-Z ouch. Wilson, Burton- 
on- Trent 
Battisson, Margaret, Wednesbury, Stafford, News Agent. April 7 at 3 
at offices of Bill, Bridge st, Wa'sall 
Beddow, Richard, Ruavon, Denbigh, Agent. 
Sherratt, Wrexham 
.Bisp, George Joseph, Whiteshill, Gloucester, Butcher. April 1 at 11 
at offices of Essery, Guildhall, Broad s:, Bristol 
Blizzard, Alfred Henry, Bristol, House Agent, April 5 at 12 at officesof 
Ward and Lane, Albion chambers, Bristol 
Bridge, John, Llay Hall Ironworks, Wrexham, Denbigh, Tron Manu- 
facturer. April 5 at 1 at the Queen Hots), Chester. Humphreys 
Brown, Thomas, Snenton, Nottingham, Journeyman Tinman, April 
11 at 12 at offices of Cockayne, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 
Burgess, John, Birkenhesd, Cheshie, Coal Merchant. April 21 at 2 
at offices of Hannenand Pugh, Duncan st, Birkenhead 
Capes, John, Lonsdale square, Artists’ Brush Manufacturer, 
at 12 at offices of Barnard and Harris, Finsbury circus 
Chapman, George Ramsdale, Lofthouse, Cleveland, York, Bucher. 
April 7 at 1] at offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Chappell, Jonathan, Kingston-upcn-Hull, Merchant. March 28 at3 at 
otfices of Pickering, Parl:ament st, Kingston-upon-Hall. Laverack, 
Hull 
“Charlies, Robert, Burnley, Lancashire, Wheelwright. April7 at 3 at 
ottices of Sutcliffe, Grimshaw st, Buroley 
“Clark, John, South Bank, York, Grocer. Apri! 8 at 11 at the We'ling- 
ton Hotel, Albert rd, Middlesborough. Teale, Middlesboroagh 
Clark, John, Oving, Bucks, Publican, April6 at 2 at the Bell Hotel, 
Winslow. Hooper, Winslow 
Clegg, Joseph, Dewsbury, York, Rag Grinder. April 7 at 3 at the 
Wellington Hotel, Dewsbury. Chadwick and Sons 
“Condon, Ellen Ann, Sandringham rd, Dalston, Stationer. 
11 at offices of Crowther, Queen st, Cheapside 
Cooley, Alfred, Ashford, Kent, Wine Merchant, 
offices of Duignan and Smiles, Beiford row 
Davies, Evan, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Cabinet Maker. 
11 at offices of James, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Dawe-, Charles Dominick, Strood, Kent, Stonemason. April 8 at 11 
April 


April 


April 6 at IL at offices of 


April 6 


April 8 at 
April 7 at i@ at 
April 7 at 


at offices of Hayward, High st, Roches.er 
Dearden, John Edward, Edgeworth, Lancashire, Horse Dealer. 
3 at 3 at offices of Dawson, Wood st, Bolton 
‘Denison, Thomas, Leeds, D:aper. April 4 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chembers, Park row, Leeds 
Dixon, Henr¢ Adams, Newark, Nottingham, Book Keeper. April 6 at 
12 at 12, Fletcher gate, Nottingham. Cockayne 
Evane, Joun, Glaneinion, Montgomery, Builder. April 7 at 12 at the 
Roya! Oak Hotel, Welsupool, Williams and Co, Newtown 
‘Evans, John, Tonypandy, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 7 ut 12 at offices 
of Alexander, Institute chamber-, Pontypridd. Cousins 
Feiton, John Edward, Granunam, Lincoln, Agricultural Enginee,: 
April 5 at 12 at 14, Low pavement, Nottingham, Black 
» Godfrey, Peter, Castiefora, York, lron Merchant. April 3 at 3 at the 
Rosa! Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Lodge, Wakefield 
Goulding, Thomas, and Juhn kdwin Gouldirg, Harrow-in-Farness, 
Lancashire, Clothiers. April 7 at 2 at the Imperial Hotel, Corn- 
wallis st, Barrow-in-Furoess. Nalder, Barrow-in-Furness 
Haliiday, Charies John, Champion grove, Denmark hill, Commercial 
Traveller, Aprii 7 at 12 at otces of Nicholson, Railway approact:, 
London bridge. Grueber, Railway approach 
Havnam, Henry, Gwyddelwern, Merioneth, Smith, April 8 at 12 at 
Berwyn inn, Glyndyfrdwy. James, Corwen 
-Harding, John Henry, Cardiff, Glamorgau, no occupation, April 7 at 
2 at offices of Cousins, High st, Cardiff 
-Harman, Henry Bower, Copthali coart, Throgmorton st, Stock Broker, 
April 5 at 3 at offices of Lee, Gresham builoinge, Basinghall st 
Harper, Henry, Leeds, Resvaurant Keeper, April5 at 11 at the Com- 
mercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Lodge, Leeds 
Harris, ‘Thomas, Bargoed, Glamorgan, Outfitter. April 12 at 3 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Newport. Shephard, Tredegar 
Harwood, Emma, kvesham, Worcester, Fancy Work Dealer. April 12 
at 11 at the Crown Hotel, Evesham 
Henry, Michael William, bradford, York, Draper. April 6 at 11 at 
offices «f Moore, Old Market, Market st, Bradford 
-Hodge, Philip, South Molton, Devon, Baker. April 5 at 11 at offices of 
Riccard and Son, Churebyard, Southmoltun 





Hodgson, James, Hayton, Lancashire, Professor of Music. April 6 at 
2 at othces of Laces and Company, Union court, Liverpool 
Hull, Walter, and George John Burn, Manchester, Embroiderers, 
April 1! at 2 at offises of Atkinson and Co, Norfoik st, Manchester 
Huntington, John, Batley, York, Linen Draper. April 6 at 4 4; the 
Pala'ine Hotel, Manchester, Scholefield and Taylor, Bitley 
Hutchinson, Edward Thomas, Sheepshed, Leicester, [nnkeepsr. Apri] 
4 at 11 at offices of Deans and Lickorish, Murket p'ace, Loug,. 
borough 
James, Joseph, Manor rd, Upper Holloway, Provision Daaler, April ¢ 
at 12 at the Guildnall favern, Grasham st. Farrar ani Farrar 
pooacy place, Dostor’s commons : 
Johnson, Arthur, Birmingham, Grocer, April 7 at 4 at offi:es of Freg 
Temple row, 8irmingnan . 
Jones, Henry, Liverpool, Tailor. April 4 at 2 at offizes of Qtelch ang 
Greenway, Dale st, Liverpool 
Jordan, John Israel, Alica st, Victoria Dock rd, Butcher. 
at 4 at offices of Younz and Sons, Mark lane 
Kett, William Woodhouse, Norwich, Linen Draper. April 6 at 12 af 
offices of Corks, Bank plain, Norwich 
Kistler, Thomas Andrew, Red-uth, Cornwa'l, Jewaller. 
at offices of Travana, St Mary'sst, Traro 
Lawrence, Joxeph, Northampt»n, Confectioner, April 6 at 3 at oficas 
of Becke, Market equare, Northampton 
Lees, William, and John Lees, Manzhester, Sick Dalers. 
3 at offives of Cooper and Sons, King st. Manchester 
Leeves, George, Sevenoaks, Kent, Boot Maker. April 6 at 12 at offizes 
of Gregery, Barbican 
Leon, Herntz, Bith, somerset, Jeweller. 
Salmon and Henderson, Broad st, Bristol 
Martin, ‘tom, Rdstock, Somerset, Contractor. April 6 at 12 at offices 
of Murly and Sons, Oid Post Office cham vers, Corn st, Bristol 
Matthews, Henry, Bir ningham, Hoot Dealer. April 4 at 3 a; o Hzes of 
Maher and Poncia, Tempie st, Birmingham 
Mayhew, Henry, Leeds, Vontractor. April 4 at 12 at offises of Pallan 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Midgley, Amos, Whitworth, Lancashire, Joiner. 
of Holland, Baiilie st, Rochdale 
Parle, Thomas, Liverpool, Exoort Bottler. April 7 at 1 at offices of 
Gibson and Bo.land, Sou'h John st, Liverpoul. Copeman, Liverpool 
Pennell, John, Liverpool, Bedding Manufacturer. Aoril 7 at 3 at odizes 
of Barrell and Kodway, Commerc? court, Lord st, Liverpool 
Pike, Benjamin, and Frelerics Henry Pike, Salisbur’, Wilts, Boot 
Makers. April 10 at 3at the Market House, Salisbury, Hod ting 
Pratt, George, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Qos! Meronaut. April Lat 
Reader and Sou’s Auction Koom, Temple st, Aylesbury, in lieu of the 
place originally:‘namei 
Price, Henry Williams, Swansea, Aston-juxta-Birminghem, Commer. 
cial Traveller, April 7 at 11 at offices of Free, Temple row, Bir- 
mingham 
Rahn, Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Match Manufacturer, April 5 at fl 
— of Levett and Cuampney, Parliament st, Kingsco1-upon- 
ul 
Rix, Charles Edward, Norwich, Grocer's Assis*ant. 
offices of Kent, St Andrew,s Hall plain, Norwich 
Roberts, Kichard, Halesowen, Worcester, Inukeepsr, 
ottices of Hayes, Halerowen 
Sayer, Jaues, Durham, Tailor. April 7 at 2 at offices of Chapman, St 
Nicholas court, Market place, Durham 
Sedman, Josesh, scaroorough, York, Lailor. April 3 at 3 at offices of 
Crowther, Boar lane, Leeds 
Seeger, Henry Samuel, King’s place, Camden town, Turner. April5at 
12 ut offices of Yarde and Loader, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 
Simpson, Daniel, Skipton, York, Sulicitor's Clerk, April 8 ut 2 at offices 
of Robinson and Robinson, Skipton 
Sinclair, Edward, jun, Darlington, Durham, Coal Agent, March 28 at 
11 at offices of steavenson and Meak, Pacadise terrace, Darlington 
Stanley, Joseyzh, Manchester, Oil Merchasut. April 17 at 11 wt offices of 
Whitt, King st, Manchester. Dawso1, Manchester 
Stapleto., Philip, forrington, Devon, Grocer. April 7 at 11 at offices 
of Thorne, Casle et, Barnstaple 
tocker, Jonn, Liverpool, Watch Maker, April 15 at 3 at offices of 
Connor, Ranelagh st, Liverpoool. Nordon, Liverjoul 
Tasker, Heniy, sheffield, Shopkeeper. April 6 at 12 at offices of Haw- 
kin, Cuange alley, shetfield 
Taylor, Thomas, Bradford, York, Watch Maker. April 7 at 11 a: offices 
of Baker, Commercial bank buildings, Bradford 
Thomas, Jonathan, Lianeliy, Carmarthen, Tailor, April 6 at ll at 
offices of Howell, Stepney st, Llane!ly 
Thomas, Lucy, Silverton, Devon, Shopkeeper, April 11 at 1 at the Bude 
Hotel, Exeter. Barrow, Cullompton 
Thompson, ‘Thomas, Colmworta, Bedfor!, B'acksmith. March 31 até 
at the Anchor Tavern, Harper st, Bediord. Marshall, Bedford row 
Tingle, Jane, Cinderford, Givacescer, Grocer. April 1! at 2 ac offices 
ot Collins, jun, Broad st, Bristol. Beckingham, Bristol 
Wareing, William, and Jorepu William Sharples, Manchester, Spindle 
Makers, April 5 at 4.30 at the Mitre Hctel, Old Miligate, Maachester 
Coorer and Sons, Mance-ter 
Watts, Thomas, Tichdorae down, Hants, Publican. 


April 10 a 


April lat lz 


April (0 at 


April 5 at 2 at offices of 


April7 at 3 at offices 


April 7 at 2 at 
April Tat ll at 


April 10 at 1,30 at 
the Swan Hotel, Alresford. Adams and Co, Winchester ‘ 


Weatheril!, William, York, Selby, Sanitary Inspecior. Aoril 5 at 3 at 
the Commerciul Hote’, Albion st, Leeds. Lodge, Leeds 

Whitworth, James, Halifax, York, Wasse Puller, April 7 at 11 at offices 
ot Boocock, Siiver *t, Hasifax 

Wilkinson, Francis William, Barrow-in-Farness, Lancashire, Peinter, 
April 6 at 2 at the [mperi«l Hotel, Corawallis at, barrow-in-Furaess. 
Nalder, Barrow -iu-urness . 

Woolley, kilen Jane, Burton-uvon-Trent, Staffrd, Boot Dealer, Apri; 
9 at 12 at offices of Drewry, High st, Burton-upon-Trent 

Yoxon, thomas, Liverpool, Grocer, April 7 at 3 at offises of Ssb ight 
and Cv, Clayton square, Liverpool 


Tosspar, March 23, 1874, 


Andrews, George, Somerby. Leicester, Grocer. April 13 at 3 ato ces 
of Owston, Friar lane, Leicester 

Bailey, Georgs, Newcastle-upon-lyne, Drap3r. April 8 at 11 at offices 
of Hopper, Grainger st, Newcastie-upoa-fyne 
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dwin, Thomas Henry, Great Malvern, Worcester, Farmer. April 
15 at 3 at offices of Corbett, Avenue Honse, The Cross, Worcester 

Barker, Gerard, Low Spennymoor, Durham, Grocer. April 11 at 12 at 
offices of Robinson, Chancery lane, D«rlinzton 

Bates, Thomas, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Shopkeeper. April 10 at 11 
at offices of Greenway, King st, Wolverhampton 


~ Benbow, Joseoh, Ruyton, Slop, Innkeeper. April 4 at 3 at the Lion 


Hote!, Shrewsbury. Fdwards. jun 

Best, George Frederick, Kent terrace, Lower Sydenham, Coal Merchant, 
April 11 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Pook arfd Son, 
Mitre court chambers, Temple 

Betts Gooch, George, Thetford, Norfolk, Gereral Shopkeeper. April 
1) at 2 at offices of Chittock, Bank st, Norwich 


: Bland, William Cooke, Leeds, Joiner, April 7 at 3 at offices of Turner . 


East parade, 


s 
Blease. John, Pendleton, Lancashire, Butcher. April 6 at 2 at offices. 


of Dawcon, Ridgefield, Manchester 
Bradley, Frederick, Leamington, Warwick, Doctor of Medicine. April 
12 at 12 at offices of Passman, Lower Bedford st, Leamington 
Browne, Charles John, Portway, Kingswinford, Stafford, Grocer. 
April 10 at 11 at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
Puslin, Edward Henry, Towcester, Northampton, Saddler. April 10 at 
3 at offices of Crump, Bridge st, Walsall 
Campbell. Thomas, Southport, Lancashire, Estate Agent, April 19 at 
11 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Smith, 
Manchester 
Campling, Hersce Ab » Southtown, Suffolk, nooccupation., April 
11 at 12 at offices of Blake, Hall Quay chambers, Great Yarmoath. 
Dowsett, Great Yarmouth 
Carver, Char'es Handasvde, Enfield Highway, Surgeon’ April 12 at 2 
at offices of Rignall, Silver st, Enfield 
Cait, George, Bodicote, Oxford, ;Baker. A;ril 15 at 11 at offices of 
Crosby, Fish et, Banbury 
Clapham, William, Haslemere, Surrey, Hotel Proprietor. April 19 at 
2 at offices of Beard and Son, Basinghall st 
onnah, William, Hoole, Cheshire, Grocer. April 18 at 3 at offices of 
Massey, White Friars, Cheshire 
Cook, Edwin, High st, Camden town, Baker. April 7 at 3,38 at offices 
of Young and Sons, Mark lane 
Cook, James, Bi-hopstoke, Hants, Grocer. April 10 at 3at 4, Arthur 
steast. May ana Co, Adelaide place 
Curtis, John, Treorkey, Glamorgan, Grocer, April 10 at 2 at offices of 
Collins, jun, Broad st, Bristol, Beckenham, Bristol 
Davideon, Simon, Manchester, Clothier. April 18 at 3 at offices of 
Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 
Davier, Benjamin, Swansea, Glamorgan, Fruiterer. April 7 at 3 at 
offices ot Harvey and Molison, Lower Goat st, Swansea 
Enticknap, Cornelius Thomas, Wrecclesham, Surrey, Builder, March 
$l at 12 atthe Lion and Lamb Hote], West st, Farnham, Hotlest 
and Mason, Farnham 
Evans, Richard, Oswestry, Salop, Innkeeper. April 10 at12 at the 
Wynnstay Arms liotel, Wrexham, James, Corwen 
Gilder, John, Liverpool, Importer. April 18 at 11 at offices of Lowe, 
Castie st, Liverpool . 
Gol-tein, Adolph, Lombard st, Merchant’s Clerk. April 18 at 3 at offices 
of Goldberg, West st, Moorgate st 
Gieene. Henry, Newport, Monmouth, Colliery Proprieter, April 19 at 
ie officea of Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. Farr and Wade, 
ewport 
Hayes, Christopher Albert, Bristol), Builder. April § at 11 at offices of 
Wardand Lane, A'bion chambers, bristol 
Hemus, Frederick, Oakengates, Salop, Furniture Dealer. April 4 at 12 
at offices of Simmons, Benne:t's hil}, Birmingham, in lieu of the place 
originally pamed 
Higgs, Edward Lay, Metherton, Worcester, Commission Agent. April 
4at 11 at offices of Wal!, Union chambers, Stoarbridge 
Hockley, Joseph, Leake, Lincoln, Grocer, April 10 at 12 at the Inns 
of Court Hotel, Holborn. Bailes 
Holdsworth, Willian Hodgson, Bradford, York, Stuff Manufacturer. 
April 8 at 10 at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
Hoit, Jesse William, Great Berkhampstead, Hertford, Corn Dealer. 
Apr1 Ji at 12 at offices of Bullock, Great Berkha mpstead 
Howell, Edward, Wo!verhampton, Stafford, Buiider. April 15 at 11 at 
o*ces of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Hughes, John, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Joiner. April 7 at 2 at the Albion 
Hotel, Bangor. Jones, Menai bridge 
Hunt, John Thomas, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. April& at 
10 atthe Pipe Hall Hotel, Bilston, ‘Bowen, Bilsion 
‘Hontington, Thomas. Liverpooi, Corn Dealer. April 13 at 11 at offices 
Ritson, Dale st, Liverpool 
Jenkins, John, Newport, Monmouth, Builder. April 12 at 11 at offices 
of Lloyds, Bank chambers, Newport 
Keay, Philip Henry, Great Sutton, Cheshire, Agent. April 7 at 4 at 
offices of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 
King, Edwin, Dullingham, Cambridge, Farmer. April 11 at 12,30 at 
the White Hart Hotel, Newmarket. Yor«, Newmarket 
Leon, Herntz, Bath, Somerset, Jeweller. April 5 at 27, Colmore row. 
Birmingham, in lieu of the place originally namea 
Lloyd, Edwin George, North st, Wandsworth, Draper. April 12 at 4 at 
Offices of Haigh, jan, King st, Cheapside 
Long, James Florence, Reading, Berks, Draper. April 8 at 11 at offices 
of Dodd, Friar st, Reading 
‘Lucss, badeogg > pg Glamorgan, Grocer, Aprill3 at 11 at offices 
of Morgan, High st, iff 
Mann, Benjamin, Bridport place, New North rd, Hoxton, Dyer. April 
12 at 12 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 
Mason, John, Liavharran, ne Liantrissant, Glamorgan, Builder. April 
11 at 51 at offices of Griffith and Corbett, Quay at, 
Meehan, John, Hindley, Lancashire, Collier. April 10 at 3 at offices of 
Kenyon, Rodney st, Wigan. Orton and Bryan, Manchester 
zies, Ardrew, Stockton-on-Tees, Dorham, Draper’s Assistant. 
April 13 at 10.30 at offices of Draper, Finkle et, Stock:on-on-Tees 
etcalt, Dawson, Bradford, York, Draper. Aprili2at 3 at offices of 
a, Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 
‘Moreland, James, Liverpool, Tailor. April 18 at 3 at offices of Lowe, 
Osatle st, Liverpool 
Morley, William Walter, North Shields, Northumberland, Boot Dealer. 
April 7 at 11 at offices of Keenlyeide and Forster, Grainger at west, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


h 











Munton, William, Leicester, Bcot Manufacturer, April 10 at 3 at offices 
of Wright, Gallowtree gate, Leicester 

Nankivell, William, Exmouth, Devon, General Draper. April 13 at 12 
at cffices of Campion, Bedford circns, Exeter 

Neal, William, Dewsbury, York, Tailor. April 7 at 11 at offices o 
Walker, Wakefield rd. Dewsbury 

Newburn, William, Wildsworth, Lincoln, Farmer, April 10 at 10.30 
at the White Hart Hotel, Gainsborough. Haathcote, Doncaster 

Newman, Thomas Lucas, Birmingham, ont of business. April 6 at 
10.15 ut offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Nicholas, John, Manchester, Artificial Hair Manufactarer. April 12 at 
11 at offices of Smith, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Nicholls, James, Aston Clinton, Buckingham, Fruit Dealer. April 12 
at 3 at the King’s Head Inn, Aylesuurys, Ross, Aylesbury 

Nunwick, Thomas, Henshaw Yeadon, nr Leeds, Plumber. April 7 at 3 
at offices of Malcolm. Park row, Leeds 

O'Connor, Edmond, Thetford, Nerfolt, Coal Merchant. Aoril 12 at 12 
at the Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury St 
Edinunds 

Oliver, Charles, Tipton, Stafford, Greengrocer. April 7 at 11 at offices 
of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Olley, Edward William, Barr’s buildings, Bath at, Cartain rd, Cabinet 
Maker. April 5 at tl at the Mason’s Hill, Mason’s avenue, Basing- 
ball st. Hicks, Coleman st 

Palliser, John, jun, West Hartlepoel. Durham. Grocer’s Assistant. 
April J0 at 3 at offices of Simpson, Church st, West Harélepool 

Peachey, Obed, Bristol, Lodging house Keeper. April 7 at 12 at offices 
of Triggs, Broad st, bristol. Benson and Taomas, Bristol 

Preston, William Howell, West Streatham, Surrey, Merchant. April 
10 at 3 at cflices of E¢mands, Poultry 

Rawlings, Thomas, West Lvdford, Somerset, Machine Proprietor. 
April 8 at 2 at offices of Hobbs, Chamberlain st, Wells 

Reed, John, Brandon Colliery, Durham, General Dealer. April 10 at 
2 at offices of Chapman, St Nicholas court, Market place, Durham 

Reeves, John, St George’s rd, Camberwell, Manure Merchant. April 
7 at 3 at offices of May and Co, Adelaide place, London bridge 

Richards, William, ‘T:eorkey, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 11 at 1 at 
ottices of Barnard and Ov, Crockherotown, Carditf, Davis, Cardiff 

Roberts, David, Penybont, Carnarvon, Farmer. April 12 at 2 at 
offices of Breese and Uo, Penlan st, Pwilbeli 

Robins, James, Newport, Monmouth, Boot Manufacturer. April 10 at 
1 at offices of Tribe and Co, High et, Newpurt. Williams and Co, 
Newport 

Schmidt, Marly, Claylands rd, Kennington, no occupation. April 12 
at 4 at offices of Beaumont and Warren, Chancery lane 

Scott, Harry, Clarendon villas, Barry rd, Peckham -Rye, Farmer. 
April 12 at 2 at the Bear Hotel, Havant. Blake, Portson 

Shaw, Charles, Nottingham, Glass Dealer. Aobril 11 at 12 at offices of 
Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Smethurst, Job Henry, Stockport, Cheshire, Laundryman. April 10 at 
3 at offices of Reddish and Lake, Bridge st, Stockport 

Smith, Francis, Sliugham, Sussex, Corn Dealer. April 22 at 11 atthe 
Anchor Hotel, Hersham. Wauch, Cuckfield 

Stagg, William Tyndall, Milk st, Cheapside, Commission Agent. April 
12 at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Shearman, Gresham st 

Staite, Rev George Herbert, Cheadle, Cheshire. April !2 at 3 at the 
White Hart Hotel, Cheadle. Meath ani Sons, Manchester 

Stanbary, John, Werrington, Devon, Miller, April Lt at { at offices of 
Bridgman, Princess square, Plymouth 

Statham, Kobert, Penkhull, Staffurd, Brickmaker. April 7 at 11 at 
Oifices of Bagnall, Glebe st, Stoke-upon-Trent 

Stead, Cherles Frederick, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Chemists’ 
Assistant. ¢pril7 at 3 at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle- 
under-Lyme 

Stock, William, sen, Swansea, Glamorzan, Livery stable Keeper. 
Aptil 7 at 3 at the Castle Hotel, Swansea, Smith and Co, Swansea 

Stocks, Samuel, Kingston-upon-Hull, Joiner. April 10 at 12 at offices 
of Stead and Sibree, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Swift, John Dean, Hunslet, nr Levds, out of business. Apri! 7 at i1 at 
the Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Lodze, Leeds 

Taggart, Williaw, Manchester, Builder. April 10 at 3 at offices of 
Gardner, Brown st, Manchester 

Templeton, Andrew. Havant, Hants, Draper. April 10 at 2 at offices 
of Harvey and Addison, Square, Petersfield 

Thompson, Thomas Robson, Bradford, York, Carriage Builder. April 
8 at 1 at the Midland Hotel, Derby, Singletoa, Bradford 

Tippler, William, Roxwell, Essex, Farmer, April 21 at 11.30 at the 
Corn Exchange, Cheimsiord, Duffield and Braty 

Tarner, John, Middlesborough, York, Iron Merchant. April 8 at 11 
at offices of Watson, Queen’s terrace, Middlesburough 

Vasey, Thomas, Scarborough, York, Grocer. April 19 at 3 at offices of 
Williamson, Newberough st, Scarborough 

Vaughan, Ieaac, Westbromwich, Stafford, Chartermaster, April 10 at 
2 at offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Wainwright, Charles James, South Shields, Durham, Innkeeper. 
April 7 at 2 at offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upoa-Tyne 

Walker, Herbert Harvey, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant, April 5 at2 
at the Golden Cross Hot), Osborne st, Hull. Ciarke, Hull 

Walker, John, Bolton, Lancashire, Butcher, April 16 at'2 at offices of 
Scow, Townhall square, Bolton F 

Walker, William, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Agent. April 10 at 3 at 
olfices of Moore, Duncan st, Birkenhead 

Wundless, William John, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Grocer, April Il 
at 11 at offices of Wright, Tempest place, Seaham Harbour 


Ward, Thomas, King’s Lynn. Norfolk, Machinist. Aprilll at 12 at 
offices of Belos, New Conduit st, King’s Lynn 

Webb, Edwin, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Butcher. April 10 at ll at 
offices of Clark, High st, Cheitenkam 

Williams, Frederick, Worcester,Coai Dealer. April 6 at 12 at offices of 
‘Tree, Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Wiliams, Henry Jonn, Worcester, Temperance Hotel Keeper. April 
12 at 3 at offices of Pitt, Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Williams, Mary, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Clothier, April 11 at 12 at 
offices of Rosser, Canon st, Averdare 

Willisms, Thomas Evelyn, and Rich ard Arthur Williams, Liverpool, 

Wine Merchants. April 7 at 2 at officesof Stephens and Danger, 

Cook st, Liverpool 
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BONUS YEAR—SPECIAL NOTICE. | 
Clerical, Medical and General Life Assurance Society, 


13, ST. JAMES’S SQUARE, LONDON, 8.W. 
City Branch: MANSION HOUSE BOILDINGS, E.C, 


Annvat Income, STEADILY INCREASING, £262,000. Assurance Funn, SAFELY INvESTED, £2,015,000. 


The TENTH BONUS will be declared in January, 1877, and all With-Profit Policies in exietence on the 30th June, 
1876, will participate, so that persons who complete such Assurances before June 30th next will share in that Division, although 


one Premium only will have been paid 


Every information given at either of the Society’s Offices, or by any of its Agents. 


GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary, 





—_—_—__., 





1873.—C.—70. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION, 
VICE-CHANCELLOR MALINS, 


In the matter of George, Third Duke of Marlborough's Settled Estates. 
Lord Chelmsford, and Lord Churchill. 

Wilts, near Devizes.—Freehold Fsta:es situate in the parish of West 
Lavington, about 6 miles trom Devizes, ten from Melksnam, and 13 
from Salisbury. 


WV ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, 
I" & CO. have been appointed by the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard 
Malins to sell at the Bear Hotel, Devizes, in the county of Wilts, on 
THURSDAY the 4th day «f May, 1876, at THREE for FOUR of the 
clock in the afternoon, in 8 Lots pursuent to an Order of Court 
made in the sbove matter and cause, the following valuable freehold 
estate situate in the parish of West Lavington. 

Lot 1—The New Copse Farm with Farm dwelling sitnate central on 
the property, with extensive outbuildings, Labourer’s Cottage and de- 
tached Homestead aad lands, together atvut 346 acres, let on lease for 
a term of 12 years from Lady-day 1869, at a rental of 360 psr 
annua. 

Let 2—Brazen-bottom Ferm with Capital Farm residence situate near 
the Church in the Village of West Lavington with good stabling, 
Pleasure grounds, wa'led garden, orchard, cottages and extensive Home- 
stead detached in the fields, and Jands containing about 566 acres, 
leton lease with other lands not included in this Sale for aterm of 14 
years from 29th September 1867, at a rental of £800 per annum, The 
apportioued rent to be received by the purchaser of this lot will be £670 
per annum. 

Lot 3—Part of Gore Cross Farm, intersected by the Turnp ike- 
road from West Lavington to Salisbury and adjolning the preceding, 
with capital Farm residence approached from the road by Carriage drive, 
situate near the Church, containing 7 Bed-rooms, Bath-room, Hall, 
Drawing and Dining-rooms, Breakfast parionr and the mos: ample 
Gomestic Offices, loose boxes, stabling and coach-houre, small farm ery 
pleasure grounds, most tastefully disposed and planted with choice 
shrubs, sheet of Ornamenta! water, detached buildings centrally placed 
on tke farm, with Bailiff’s house, 2 Cottages, 2 enclosed yards for 
stcck with very extensive agricultural buildings,outer yard with Engine 
shed, good garden and about 207 acres of choice land, and let with other 
lands not included in this sale onlease for aterm of 12 years from 
2*th March 1*69, at a rental for the entirety of £1,110 per annum, 
The epportioned rent to be recejved by the purchaser of this Lot will be 
4400 per annum. 

May be viewed and particulars and plans had at the principal Ions in 

the neighbourhood and of 
Messrs. BUCKETT & SONS, Solicitors, 60, Lincoln’s-inn -fields, 
W.C., of 
Messrs. NICHOLL NEWMAN, MANISTY & NICHOLL, 8, Howard- 
etrest, Strand, W.C. ; 
a & SALTWELL, 1, Stone Buildings, Lincoln’s- 
Inn, W.C. 
Messrs. FARRER, OUVRY &CO., 66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. ; 
Mesers, CLARKE, WOUDCUCK, & RYLAND, 14, Lincoln’ s-inn- 
fields, W.C.; of 
MR. A. C, RAWLINSON, Chipping Norton ; 
Messrs. KELSEY & SON, Salisbery ; 
at the Bear Hotel, Devizes, and at the offices of Messrs, FARE- 
BROTHER. ELLI3, CLARK, & CO.,, 5, Lancaster-place, Strand, 
W.C., and 14, Oid Br sad-street, E.C, 


TO BARRISTERS, SOLICITORS, AND OTHERS, 


Valuable chambers in New Square, Lincoln’s Inn, and Policies of 
surance. 


O BE SOLD BY TENDER.—The Vendor’s in- 

terest in @ donble set of chambers on the firs’ floor of Ne. 11, 

New eqaare, Lincoln's Inn, containing Seven Kooms with appur- 
tenances. 

These Chambers are heid by the Vendor under the Honorable Society 
of Lincoln's lon, subject to payment of a yearly charge of £2 for d nes 
for two lives, the first now running in the life of the Vendor and the 
second, the life of any person in suceession of any age to be nominated 
by the owner for the time being on the failing in of the first life, 

The present value le £150 a year. 

Porsession if desired at Midsucamer next. 





Also three Policies of Insurance on the first life for £6,000 and ap- 
wards, inciading bonus a4ditions subject to payment of £146 Os. 44. of 
anenal premioms, 4 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained at the office of Mr, 
Revert Heeet, Wlicitor, No.7, Soath square, Gray'slan. Sealed Ten- 
ers for the #04 cha abers, 201 Policies, together or separately, to be 
dbresses under cover to Mr. Skeet. 





ss AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833,—Capita], £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON® 
Szancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agr 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms ey. 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credi, 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sept 
for collection. 

Saces anp Puancuasss effected in British and foreign securities, is 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised, 

Every other description of banking business and monoy agen 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 





LEGAL MANUAL FOR LAW STUDENTS AND GENERAL LEGAL 
PRACTITIONERS, 
Now ready, in tzmo, price 3s, 6d., cl>th, 
UTLINES of CIVIL PROCEDURE: being 
Concise Treatise on the Ho1se of Lords, the Court of Ap eal, 
and the High Court of Justice, and the Procedure and Practice tharein, 
With Notes. By EDWARD STANLEY ROSCOE, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Lonesans & Co, 





This day, Fourth Edition, in one thick vol., royal 8vo, 45s. , cloth, 
HE LAW of SLANDER and LIBEL (founded 


upon Starkie’s Treatise), including the Pleading and Evideace, 

Civil and Criminal, adapted to the preseat procedure ; also, Malicious 

Prosecutione, and Contempts of Court. By H. C. FOLKARD, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. 

ndon : Borrerwort us, 7, Fleet-street- 





Just published, price 2s. 6d., cloth, by post for 30 stamps, 
HE AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT (1875), 
38 & 39 Vict., cap. 92; with Introduction, Notes, and Index. 
By GEORGE SILLS, M.A., of St. John’s College, Cambridge, and of 
Lincoin’s-inn and the Midland Circuit, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Davis & Son, 57, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-ina, W.C. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1887. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest aotice 








The BOOKS and FUKMS kept in stock for immediate us 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily ted 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHAKE CER 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and execnted. No charge for sketches, 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Kegistration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(Late ASH & FLINT), 
S:ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE A MAKERS. 


BY SPRCIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
HARKISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS & 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








